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ADVERTISEMENT: 


HE Author - would neither have begun nor 
ended this Diſcourſe ſo as the Reader finds it, 
= if be bad at firſt defign'dit for publick view, 

or been willing to engage himſelf in this unhappy con» 

teſt. He was moved to examme the learned part of 
the Reverend Dr.'s Volume , becauſe he found it not at 
firſt view, agreeable to. what upon ſome converſe with | 
| the Ancients, be had long taken to be the ſence and 
praflice of. the Church, eſpecially in the firſt and be 

Ages. He was encouraged to purſue the enquiry, be- 

cauſe the iſſue thereof, bowever it proved, could be no 

other than was very deſurable. © For he could not but 
count it an advantage, either to have his apprehenſi- 
ons rettified, if be were miſtaken ; or to be confirmed 
in his Judgment if it were right, and that by, a. per- 
ſon of ſuch eminency, . as he knows none of his ſtanding, 
ſuperiour to bim for learning m the Church of Eng- 
| land. So that what be aimed at, when he firſt un. 
dertook it, was his own private Satisfaction ; but 
 Jome papers being got out of his hands, he found himſelf 
OR OE IrA-< Rog #518 DL 
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bt to the : Terms, that either he ws them 


 bimjelf, ar have it done ty others; and bad only the 


berty to chuſe which of theſe he counted moſt tolerable. 
Of what conſideration | the. points here diſcuſſed are 
in reference to the main queſtion under debate, may ſoon be 
"4 


diſcerned. \- Tf there-01 + ocefan Chutrches, nor 
es without SA e 'or Contene of the 
People, in the Primitive times ; then the imputa- 
tation of Schilm with re[peft thereto, is nat oyer- 
realonably frxed an Diſferiters. For, with what '$ea- 


ſon can. they be- branded as Sehiſmiaticks for decli- 


nmg ſuch Churches, and not ſubmitting to ſuch Bi- 
ſhops, as the Church. i the beſt Ayes of Chriſtiani- 
ty, either did -not foiow, by would not own? In this 
caſe either we muſt be acquitted, or the Primitive and 
Univerſal Church will be involved i the ſame condem- 
nation with us. And the charge of Schilm is i dan- 
er to recoil here. It is caunted on all hands, fax 


' more Schilmatical to divide fr 0 , the Univerſal Church, 


eſpecially m_its Primitive integrity ; than from any 


particular Church m degenerate times : And doth it | 


not look, very like ſuch 4 dividing from the prime | 


Catholick Church, when this is relmquiſhed it matters | 


of ſo. great concern ;, ſo that ſuch" Churches are form» 
Ed as were unknown to the Chriſtian World in the. firſt 
and beſt times ;, and Biſhops of thoſe Churches are 
only ovned, and ſet over them mn Tuch A, Way 4s was 


univerſally dclained both, thin, *and-in hwy hes af | 


ter © 
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th * If adhering to tee Churches ( and to none elſe 
but in dependance on. them ) and reſigning our ſelves up 
to thiſe Biſhops as our Paſtors, be made ſo neceſſary ; 
that thoſe are counted none of the Chuxgh, or worthy 
to be-caſt out, who yield not thereto: We need not 
fear, in theſe circumſtances, to let our accuſers be 
Judges who are the Schiſmaticks, when' they are un 
der no Temptation to be partial. © A Church ( ſajes Dr. 
| «$St. ) may Seperate her ſelf from the Communion of the 
« Catholick by taking upon her to make ſuch things the 
| © xeceſſary conditions of her Communion, which wver 
& were the Conditions of Communion with the Catholick 
| «Church. —— The Bemg of the Catholick Church 
\ Elies in Eſſentials : for a particular Charch to diſagree 
| « from all other particular Churches in ſome extrmſe- 
| E*cal and accidental things, is not to Separate from the 
| <Catholick Church, /o as to ceaſe to be a Church ; 
« but ſtill, whatever Church makes ſuch extrinſecal 
« things the neeceſlary Conditions 0 's Fender fo as 
| Eto caſt men out of the Church who Yield nat to them, 
| &*z; Schiſmatical m ſo doing ; for it thereby divides: 
| Et ſelf from the Catholick Church : And the Sepera- 
| tion from it is ſo far from being Schiſm, that be- 
« img caſt 'out of that Church on thoſe Terms, only re 
« turns them to the Communion of the Catholick: 
« Church. On which grounds it will appear that yours: 
«ts. the Schiſmatical Church, and not ours. — Not: 
| Gonly perſons, but Churches may depart from the Ca-- 
« only perſons , wie mg dper fro te-Oa- 
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« tholick Church; an in fuch Caſes not thoſe who. 
« depart from the Communion of ſuch Churches, but 


& thoſe Churches which departed from the Catholick 


F | Kev oi: are guilty of the Schiſm. 


chap. 4. Self. 3, Upon whorP" this Sentence falls, and who are acquitted 


FH 2995 porely, may be eaſily diſcerned; if there be no evi- 


dence that _ the Churches and Biſhops in queſtion, 
now made ſo neceſſary, were known or owned in 
the Primitive times. 41d 1 know not from whom 
this Evidence can be expefted, if not from ſo excellent 
4 perſon as Dr. St. when be has made it bis buſineſs 
to produce it, Whether be has done it or not, ts left 
to the Judgment of the impartial, upon the peruſing 
of what follows, 


ERRATA. 
Pt 1. line 9. r. 200000. P. 11.1. 12, 13-r. Germanio, p: 20. 1. 30. dele te, 
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: » 21.1, 13+ Ie where, for eighty p. 38.1, 17, 24- P+39+ Lg. P40. |. 1, 17. 
r. 800, 
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No Evidence for Dioceſan Churches, ar 
any Biſhops without the Choice or Con- 
ſent of the People, im the Primitive 


T imes. 


« 


Pa H E Teſtimonies of the Ancients which 
WS) the Reverend and Learned Dr. makes 
£9 RN uſe of, concern two heads, and are 
bn FR alledged either for Dioceſan Churches, or 

ED againit popular Elettions of Biſhops. Be- 

ur: fore Icome'to-examine the former, par- 
ticularly, let" it be: obſerved ' in general; that thoſe Re- 
verend perſons whom the Dy.” oppoſes, make account 
that in the Primitive times a Regular Church was 
but a particular Congregation, and conſtituted of no 
more . than might - conveniently meet together for 
Church-communion. Yet they deny not but there 
might be in- after-times ſome MHeteroclites, Churches 
extraordinarily numerous, ſo as they could not ordi- 
narily and with convenience hold perſonal Commu- 


» | nioman one place; but they -find no Inſtances hereof 


No 


ia'the-+two firſt: Ages of Chriſtianity, 'nor Evidence 
for any. Number inthe third, nor'in'+the beſt! part of 
the fourth for very- many, compared with the reſt 
which |tranſgreſſed riot the ' Primitive: and Regular 
bounds, - And:ehis they judge will: be no great preju- 


| dice to: their Hypothelis. He that }ſhews three or four 


men. (among many —— corpulent, overgrown 
| 2 and 


(4) 
and of extraordinary Stature ; doth not thereby prove 
that the. reſt are nat commonly of a Tegular-propor- 
tion,-more like men-than-Giants, If thoſe for mame- 
ms — could be _ on wo mn to 

ave been ns, et C 1t-not be: tromth 

Dives 2 cant urthes* Vets = 
we. qayidrew:s : 10n 
from ave £1 is very r4e A c raordinar -\ But 
Wt: Lartbbb heave: be\ proved" that thife \few 
—_ conſiſting of 10 wet numerous: Mertens, 
were like the Dioceſans now contended for. It. is 
here as it is with our Pariſhes in England, ED des 
thoſe. ,of a common and- ordinaty fize, there ars 

' which are exceſlivd! en os Ur ng IX 


ny thouſand Souls, 1o or fo or xt = 
more 'thoufandy-; yet am be tidy! account 
each of theſe ariſhes 2 5; when all ow the 
largeſt of chemi- is but-a wa part of 037. Theſe P3- * 


riſhes/ a firſt gontained nb more>than:could meet for 
Worſhip in -one place ;. Being in| ſome: Ages prown 
t00 lous to meet rogether, they ſhould have been 
divided; fo: as to anfwer the 'ends:.of their firſt x 

lar eſtabliſhment ; but — as they: are, = 
paſs ſtill ( as the leſſer do ) for {ingle Congregations; 
and. theſe with hundreds of refs, make up- but one 
Dioceſan Church. The ancient - Churches are/in theſe 
reſpets correſpondent to theſe Pariſhes. $o that if 


"me Dr; had brought us ſome: Inftances :of: ancient - 


iſcopal Churches as;numerous /as our great Pa- 
ribs containing many. -more-!than rould well:meet 


together, yet/this would not -have proved them | i6- 
ceſan Churches, no, nor more than ſome fingle"Con- 
gregations:;, bat 1 T think all that he produces amounts 
not: to; {0, much. 1/ This will appear: by CO the 
leverals alledged. 

To 
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| (5) JY 
+» 4 Fo\ proveithat'the Church of Carchage in Cypriars * Part. 3. 51+ 
ime: was more than /'s © 'Congyeration' ( and 'no © ©55 
le&-than a-Didte/3, 'which 'is the Thing' to 'Þe proved) 
he ſhews ourt'of his: Epifles, that there were ' many 
Presbyters: iti-that Church. - But this will be no proof 
to thoſe who conſider, that it was the praftice 'of 
old-to gnultiply' Presbyters*and-other Officers, 'beyond 
what--we..'couht. -neceflary. Ds; 1D» ſajes, at 
firſt the number of Chriſtians in Cities were fome- 
times /not- much greater than the number of Presby- 
ters among them. - His words are theſe, Indeed at the 
ery. firf Comuerſions of ' Cities, the 'mhole namber of the 
people converted; ( being ſometimes "not ' much greater than 
thei number of 'Preſbyters placid” among thim, ) were" able 
to: make: but 4 ſmall Cong 


regation®. Such'a number of ® Defence. L. 2 
Presbyters would: be far "from proving a Church in 57 © © 
ſuch Cities .to be-more: than'a ſingle Congregation, 

much! farther from proving. it to be as 'larpe' as a 

Diozef5::: This pratice/which the Biſhop will have'to be 
Priumutive,' of 'making ſo many Presbyters in one 

Church, was followed in after times. - Nazianzer tells 

us; inthe” fourth Ape, 'that ſometimes” the Officers 

ina Church , did: well nigh exceed” the 'mumber. of 

thoſe whom they ruled, is) obs T9 mMetes ii onto dtyuor var” 

can +" How then cart forty fix or 'fixty Presbyters < 0rat. 14 

be an argument-that the' Church where they were 

was as large as'a Dioceſs, 'Or larger than the greateft 
Congregation? | Ja/tin/ax 'obſervitig” that Officers in 
Ohurches' were'mattiplied beyort? Thalhe and 'mea-- - 

fine, rakes| order" that 'they (ſhould be' redticed to the 

numbers at the firſt! eftabliſhment,” but in the great 

Churcly at -Conftantimople,” he Would"have' the Presby- 

ters* brought down to ſixtz.- No doubt they. were: 
mamerous in Copftuntixe's' time; Wha" endeayoured to. 
make'thar"City ill {hings equal to Rome, lpdun 'r3 
: 'Pdun, 
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4Sn Le 2. 'P*xp, and built two Churches itt it, 1ayes —_— d, | 
C2, Yet 10. the -latter.end of -his + bo ws , death 


after 

of Aivs,: the: Chriſtians there could' all-meet together 
for Worſhip, It is faid expreſly, that Alexander 
Biſhop of that Church, ardfy wr xta mis divges ime 
e Throdoret. L. miAzow ©. 1 *x tr 1obiie 09 * ESO! 

1: C214 | "Butithere 4s. one.) paſſage afterwatds' which may 
{ſeem more. conſiderable. *:P.r:'230.: At Carrbage we 
© have- this. evidence -of the (great number 'of Chriſti- 
© ans, that in 'the time of Perſecution,. although very 
* many. ſtood firm, yet the-number of the lapſed; was 
<{o great; that-St.. Cyprian ſaith; every.day thowſands 
< of [ickets were. granted by. the hos and: Caon- 
* feſſours in their behalf - for: Reconciliation to: the 
*Church.: And in one of thoſe 'Tickers i ſometimes 
* might.be .comprehended twenty or thirty [Perſons; 


" ©the form- being, Communicet: ille cum ſuis. 2.11.) 
: The Numbers oof ae ec 6 tr _ ſeems 
£Sowm di ts Cyprians'ex on.*,; they -were” the -greatett\ pat 
fs. 7 of bc hurch For he ſayes;* The mas. part of "the 
Brethren. denyed the Faith, ( Maximus Fratrum num: rus 
Fidem ſuam' prodidit,.) at the! firſt approach of the:Per- 
ſecution, - before, they were-apprehended, or ſo much 
as inquired after, . beſides. thole-:; that fell--when- the: 
danger was. nearer, and.the tryal-more- ſharp.” Elſe-- 
where he tells us, that- this. waſting Perſecution did al-: 


g Lib. 4. Ep. 4. moſt unpeovle his Church 8, and he mentions numeroſam 

Languentium Styagem, & exiguam ftantium” pauertatems 
| were; many, / thoſe:that 
h Tvid.ad frm. ſtood. but, very- few Þ. Very many 'bunfreds are not: 


ſignifying. that thoſe. who 


neceſſary . to make a company, numerous, and-very 


few added. to thoſe (-or to ſome thouſands ): wilt not” 
make the .Church of Carthage fo exceeding _great-as' 
ſome ſeem, to. imaging it-1; However" the fapſed iwere: 
not near ſo many as \.is- here. .infinuated. Box. by this 


reckon- 
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reckoning the lap/ed- Chriſtians at. Carthage will be 
more. by many. Mr-ads than all-the Inhabitants of the 
City, Chriſtians and Heathens together. For ſuppoſe 
thets ' thouſands of Tickets were but two or three thou- 
ſand, and every; dgy amounted: but to tex dayes ; and 
the, numbers. in each' T:icter; reckoned {omtimes twen- 
ty, ſometimes thirty, were but .one with /another ' rem, 
the numbers of the /apſed/ will be 300000 ; whereas 
all the Inhabitants, were: not above 20000. as we may 
well ſuppoſe, ſince the Inhabitants of Antioch, a greater 
and more populous City (as Authors generally report 
it,) were no. more, as Chryſoftom who well knew it, 
gives the account, ix wed duc i," Therefore the thou- i 9rzt.inIgnar; 
ands here 'muſt paſs, as is ordinary in all Authors, 795 42: + 
for. very many.. SO Euſebius ſayes there were wem, thou- 
ſands of Biſhops in a Synod of Antioch, for the - cenſure 
of Paulus . Samoſatenu's. ; And another ancient Author k HiP. Lib. 7: 
ſpeaks ,of..thouſands.of Biſhops at the: Council of Chal- © 73: 
cedon *, whereas there was but about 600 at* the +y;4, « cumy. 
latter, and not ſo. many by far at. the former; ' Thus #- Seheftop.in 
Theodoret giving an account of his. Preaching at -Au- —_ 
tiach, faith it-was known, that »uny Myriads ( mwici Eyiſt. 83. 
wells) did meet in, one place 'to hear'y whereas two 


Fitd 


or. three Myriads are more than can well hear any one 


{1preach, And then the Tickets comprehending- twe 
' Jor thirty ( which multiply the Do © lapſed 


rs of the lapſed 
exceſſively ) muſt. be.left out of the reckoning, for- 
there ,was none ſuch granted' by the Martyrs; as Cy-+ 
prian declares in |the,; Epifie' cited. -  FThoiwgh © there: 


{were ſome drawn up in ſuch a blind form (' Commi-- 


nicet ille cum ſuis ) as might include twenty or-thir- 


. ty, .yet ſaies he,. Nanguam omnino. 4 Martyribus faitum' 


etl, this was never 


ne: by-'the Martyrs. Thus the 1% 3-7. 15 


(expreſſion. Ep. 5; will amount to no. more than' this ; 
{the Martyrs were daily. ſolicited and importuned, to 


grant 
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prent great. munlers of Tizkets.\"Sd"\ix cart he hence 


concluded, that Alt Ghylines a6. Cadheie nh rake, 
or {0 many as are an 


maniteit. by many, plain 4in- bocovcy Fo. by 
whole Sire. ( 1. opal 


mm: _ fiyte-is, =, Ph #niver- 


= 


— voy Fr: 6s. | 
In! the tiext va, pag. nt Dich be via 


prove, if.we may judge. by. his Conclufion, pag. 231, 
242. Bs) that the 


tobe, the, Congregation, or .thar f) 
Yale of iohe.pidentief chr; Keys, "am the "thy PL 
it .not: then-.iu of 'the Peo Þ6 Wpoine ani 'h 


dain their.-own Officers. But this :Dr. Ono were' al- 
ſerts, if I underftand him, and ſo it might have 'been' | 
ſpared, |Howevez:he proves-it, let us-fee how. © The © 


F *Presbyrers and- the whote:'Church were under the*| 


of Deſcipline was not _ 5 


—_—_ 


LOO] AC (I, 


« particular cate; and; » government! of St. Cprian as | 


* their, » þ-''230- 
[The Presbyters- were. then no wayes under hg] 


Government of the Biſhop, :but-as thoſe that are | 
joins Rulerg may be {aid tobe under the govern- | 


ment; ofione. another: » The: whole Church was not 


under..the Biſbops | government- alone, but was ruled” 
jointly; by the /Buhop-andiElders. That the Presby-" 


pA 4” -H 


ters: and. Biſhop" concurred'in the government, is ac- | 


us,. Dr, Field,,Bifbop Downhaw, Biſhop Hal, 


nay's 


 - 4 knowledged by the beſtaſſertors of NAGY Apo pſt * 
Thors- | 
dir, Prins \Vſberz. &6:\Dr.\ S7,"doth' not deny it, | 


a 


>, , 
» " 


Load 
Q@ 
- wo 


as 
'$-ity or preeminence of a Biſhop above Presbyters is 
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+Jons in: the ancient Writers, which ſeem to be of ano- 


| (9) 

nay, he .elſewlfere aſſerts and proves ® it by many an- m oo 
cient teſtimonies, Cypriens particularly,  *'Thus  Gor- 33535" 35% 
© nelius at Rome——Thus Cyprian at Carthage, one 
*who pleads as muchas any for obedience to Biſhops ; 
-* and yet none-more evident for the .preſence and 
* joint concurrence and aſſiſtance of the Clergy at all 
* Church debates, ©. And to prevent the utual eva- 
ſion, he adds, © That they concurred in governing 
*the Church, and not only by their Counſe/, but Au- 
© rhority, appears frorm the general ſence of the Church, 
*even when Epiſcopacy was at the higheſt. 

There is nothing in the paſlages - here' produced 
out of Cyprian, that can be in the leaft ſerviceable ?* 23% 23+ 
to prove. the ſole juriſdiction of a Biſhop. The im- ** 

rt of them is no more, but that in matters of Diſ- 
cipline, the People and Elders ſhould do nothing 
without him ; even as he declared that he would - 
do nothing without. them. How this ſets the Church 
of Carthage at any diſtance from Dy. O's Hypothe- 
ſis, I underſtand not. | 

Nor can Iapprehend how the third head crofles the rag. 232. 
Dr. more- than- others, or more than himſelf. That 
the Paſtoral authority for governing a- Church is of 
drvine inſtitution, is not denyed, but that the /aperio- 


th 


of ſuch inſtitution, Cypriax ſaves not, nor is it the 
ſence of any of the Ancients, as Dr. Sr, hath decla- 


'Jred heretofore ( and retracts not here) proving it by 


the teſtimonies of Jeromw, Hillary, Auguſtine, Iſidore, 

and a Council at Sevi/" ; ſhewing alſo how expreſſi- 7,7": Mas 
{ther tendency, are tobe underſtood 9. © Pag. 314, 
! © Pag. 233. Let the Reader now judge whether 3:5: 

© theſe be the ſtrokes and lineaments of the Congre- 


, | gational way. ; 


' 


B If 
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- If the: Dr. had thought: fit to tak® notice of the © 


ſtrokes and liveaments of the Congregational way, | 
ſuppoſed to be apparent in. St. Cyprians Writings, he | 
ſhould have produced ſomething out of him againſt ! 
theſe ſeverals. : x. That a Church - then was © but a | 
ſingle Coogrogurica, conſiſting of no more than could 
meet i together: for Perſonal Communion. 2. That 
this Church -was not under the government of any 
other Biſhops or Rulers beſides their own Biſhop and 
Officers. 3. -That the concerns of this Congregation 
were not ordered without the common-conſent of the 
People belonging to it.” If it be plain in Cyprian that 
this was the State of the Church at Carthage, it will 
be the more conſiderable becauſe the Dy. tells us, 
that Cyprian ſpeaks of nothing peculiar to his own Church, 
what ' was - generally erved over the Chriſtian 
World. 
I meet with no more out of Antiquity to this pur- 
ſe, till-we come to pag. 245. there he offers two } 
Obſervables, and fortifies them with ancient Teſtimo-| 
monies. 


*0bſ.. 7. That it was an inviolable Rule- amongſt } 


©them, that there was to be but one Biſhop in a Ci- ! 
* ty, though the City were never ſo large, or the 
6 Chriſtians never ſo many. | 

This was no ##violable Rule. No- Rule at all in! 
Scripture, none ſuch obſerved or known in Scripture- | 
times. Thoſe that are for Epiſcovary in its greateſt | 
elevation, maintain, that there were more Biſhops than 


one in a City, particularly Jeruſalem, Antioch, Rome, | 


—_ = go 4 Xt oO 


Epheſws, &c. in and after the Apoſtles times. - Others ! 
that proceed upon other grounds, find in' one City : 
more of thoſe who in Scripture Style- are -Biſbops, * 
though not in the Style of after-times. Ph:l. 1. Ads | 
20, 17, &c. Dr. Sr. himſelf muſt either hold _ 

| racre 
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1 there were no Biſhops in- Scripture-times, or more 
! of them than: one. in a City : tor he acknowledges 


that in the Apoſtles times in one Church there were 
more Presbyters than one ; and' yet aſcribes the /a- 
jority which makes the difference between a Biſhop 


| and Presbyters,. not to divine or Apoſtolical appoint- 


ment, or any aCt of the Apoſtles ; but to humane In- 
ftitution, and an att of the Church. 

This Rule might well be obſerved in Cities where 
there were no more Chriſtians than there are in a 
ſingle Congregation ; and this is ſuppoſed to be the 
or of Carthage, and other Churches in Cyprians time 
and after, nor has Dr. Sr. brought any thing ſuffici- 
ent to diſprove it ; and therefore Cyprians Teltimo- 
nies for oe _ might have been ſpared. Nor is 
there any ground to conclude that the 1 Thefſ. 5. 12, 
13. Heb. 13. 17. were not fo underſtood by the Afri- 
can Churches, as they are by 'M. B, And Cyprian who 
is ſo poſitive for oze Biſhop, is as peremptory but for 
one Flock. Efſe poſſe ano in loco aliquis xihimas aut 


| multos Paſtores, aut plures gregesP? Can any one 


imagine that in one place, there ſhould be either more 
Paſtors, or more Flocks? viz. More than one. But the 


{ Droceſans now pleaded for, may have many hundred 


Flocks, and but one Paſtor. 

When there were more Chriſtians in a City than 
one Biſhop could perform the Duties of a Paſtor to, 
this Rule might afterwards be obſerved, though not 


| amviolably and without exception ; no, nor where 


Chriſtians were lels numerous. At Jeruſalem when 
Narciſſus had the Chair, not to mention thoſe who 
were Biſhops there in his retirement, (D##s and Ger- 


| manicon;) Gordins was in the Seat when he return- 
* ed, and reſumed the Biſhoprick, and Alexander was 
| afterwards made Biſhop with him 4, At Ce/area, Theo- 


B 2 ' FCcmus 


p De mitate 
Ecclefies 


q Euſth. Lib. 6. 
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(:12)) ; 
teens. and Avatolins were for ſome time Biſhops tos | 
r 14m ibid. gether", - Afterwards:\Macariue and Maximus were at | 
Lib.7. Cap. 32- once Biſhops in that /Church 5. ook (alledged | 
s Soz. Lib. 2. by Grotias * for this purpoſe) ſignihes that other Cities | 
©4-15- had two Biſhops, and excepts but one. Alexandria | 
_——_ —_ had never two Biſhops , «5 «ds dau midars, 4s other Cities 
C.11.S.11. had. His meaning cannot be ( as a great Antiquary 
Her. 68. m8, would have it) that Alexandria was never {o divided | 

as that ſeveral parties in it ſhould have their reſpe&ive | 
Biſhops there. For ſo it was: divided in the time of | 
Epiphanius, when the | Catholicks had Arhanaſins, the | 
Arians had - Gregorins, and then Georgizs ; and after- 
wards the one had Peter, the other Lucizs. And the | 
Nowatians had their Biſhops ſucceſſively in that City, | 
Socrate 1:7.c:7+ till Cyrils time, But to wave other Iaſtances, let me 
only add one, yet ſuch a one as 1s pregnant, com- 
prizing very many at once, and ſhews this was cuſto- | 
mary'in the Churches every where through the world. 
Valerius made Auguſtine Bilhop with him at Hippo, 
with the concurrence of the Biſhops in thoſe parts, 
who aſſured Auguſtine that this was uſual, and proved 
it by Examples both in the African and tranſmarine 
eViz. Aug: Churches, as Pofidcnius tells us*. And Auguſtine al- 
_— ledges nothing to (hinder him from making Eradizus | 
Biſhop with him, when he deſigned him to be his | 
Succeſlour , but only the prohibition of the Nicene | 
n Ep. 116. Connciln, That is the firſt Rule we meet with againft 
+Can.s, It Þ, and there it is not directly prohibited, but only ' 
by Infinuation. Afterwards the Biſhops were more: | 
politive in forbidding it, having in time diſcovered a 
yery cogent reaſon for it, aſſigned by a Synod in the 
x cabilon. xz, Middle of the ſeventh Age*, Ne res Eccleſie ſeva | 
Can, 4+ dtviſione debeant partiri, Left the Churches | Revenaes ? 
ſbould be divided, and ſo one Biſhop ſhould not have 
all, which ſeemed a crxe/ thing to thoſe Fathers. | 
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| But. to return to former Ages ; where the cuſtom 
continued of having but one Biſhop in a City when 
the multitude of. Chriſtians in it required more, the 


| praftice of their Predeceſſors was pleaded for' it : 


when the caſe was quite altered, and the ' reaſon. 
which had lead them to it in better times, was not 


1 extant. -As if in the behalf of ſome Pariſhes amongſt 
{ us, grown in time extraordinarily populous, {o as ſome 


thouſands of the Inhabitants cannot meet at once in. 


{ the Pariſh Church, it ſhould be alledged, that they 


ought not to be divided into diſftin&t ReQtories, be- 
caule each of them was but one Pariſh under one 
Recor at firſt, and for ſome Ages ſince : when the 


| reaſon why it was but oze at firlt, and after, was be- 


cauſe it contained not too many for oe. If any offer 
to derive. it from a higher Original, and pretend it 
was from Apoſtolical Tradition, Dr. $:. tells us, they 
did it upon a miſtake, judging of the prattice of the. 
Apoſtles by that of their own times y. 

Yet in Cities ſo well repleniſhed with Chriſtians, 
where the Biſhop had Aſliſtants joined with him, each 
of which had, and exerciſed the.intire power of Paſtors;. 
an honorary prelidency only reſerved to the Biſhop, 
M.. B. will not lay the inſtituted ſpecies of - Govern-* 
ment is there alter'd': nor that this 1s ke ſich a Dzo-- 
ceſan Church where there are many mriads of Chri-- 
ſtians, more than all the Inhabitants of Carthage a= 
mounted to, all under one Biſhop as their. ſole: 
Paſtor, | | 
_ *Pag. 246. One of the greateſt and moſt pernicious. 
*—_ pre-: 
*vented, if they had yielded to more Biſhops than: 
<one in. a City, and that was the Schiſm of the Do- 
* patiſts upon: the competition between Majorinizs and: 
© Cacilian. 

I cans. 
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F cannot conceive how yielding to more Biſhops 
thari one in a City might have prevented the Schiſm 
of the Doxatiſts, unleſs the ancient Chutch had quite 
another 1424 of Schiſm than D. Sz. has ; for he counts 


thoſe Aſſemblies Schiſmatical, which differ leſs both 


in Opinion and PraQtice from thoſe he allows, than 
the Donatifts did from the Catholicks. The Donatiſts 
held that Ordinations by Traditors were null and void, 
that Cerilian and many c<hers, had no better Ordi- 
nation ; and: conſequently thoſe Churches muſt with 
them be no true Churches, their Officers were to 
be. reordain'd, and the People rebaptized ; and this 
was their practice. Now I don't ſee any reaſon to 
think, that Cecilians allowing the Donatiffts a Biſhop 
in Carthaze would have made them quit their Prin- 
ciples ; for they preſumed they might have a Biſhop 
of their own there, whether Czc/4ia» and his Party 
allow*d it or no; and notwithſtanding any difallow- 


ance had ſo aQtually, one Biſhop ſucceeding another, | 


for an hundred years together. 
Pag. 246. Let M. B. reconcile theſe words to his 


HT if he can. 
"If the Church Cyprian ſpeaks of contained no more 


than fome ſingle Congregation, which let D. Sz. dif- | 
prove, M1. B. will not find any difficulty in reconciling 


what Cyprian ſayes againſt Novatian ( tor being choſen a 
Biſhop in that City, where there was one before ) 
to: his own Hypotheſis : for it amounts to no more 
than this, that there ſhould be no more than' one 
Paſtor in the ſame Congregation ; and till the former 
be diſproved, thoſe teſtimonies pay. 247, 248. are to 


no purpoſe. 
| L ſes not how it can be juſtly inferred from what 
is alledged out of St. Auguſtin, concerning the propo- 


{al of Melchiages, p. 248. that the beſt, the wiſeff, "l 
0 
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| chiades propoles, 
| there was a meceſſity for but one Biſhop, as if there 
} could be no more; though he might think it not ex- 


(15) 
oſs moderate perſons never once thought that there 
could be more Biſhods than one in a City. What Mel- 
doth not ſignifie that he thought 


edient where oxe was ſufficient, and more were not 
ike to agree together, St. Avwuſtin himſelf who ap- 
plauds the propoſal, thought there might be more. 
He was actually Biſhop of Hippo ( as was ſhew'd be- 
fore) together with Yalerins. And he concur'd after- 
wards, with the reſt of the African Biſhops 1n al- 
lowing it elſewhere. 

I find no ſuch rule on both ſides in the conference 
at Carthage as he next tells us of, But one Biſhop to 
be aloved of either ſide of a City or Dioceſs. It's true 
both ſides ſeem'd unwilling to own that they ere&ed 
new Biſhopricks, on purpoſe to make one party . 
appear more numerous than the other : but none of 
them were diſallowed upon this account, either as Bi- 
ſhops or aCtors in that Conference. All the Catho- 
lick Biſhops there, and St. Auguſtiz with them, in: 
their Epiſtle to Marcellizus, there recited, offer the 
| Donatiſts, that being reconciled, me honorem _ 
patus amittant, they ſhould continue Biſhops. And 
afterwards in their greateſt Councels they hs, that 
there might be two Biſhops in one place on ſeveral 
occaſions ; particularly, if the. Doxatiſts Biſhop was 
converted, then the place was to be divided between him: 
and the other Biſhop. This the Dy. takes notice of 
p- 251. and we ſhall do it further, when. he leads. 
us to it. 

Sect. 9. Obſ. 2. Paz. 249. ©In Cities and Dioceſ- 
* ſes which were under the care of one Biſhop, there: 
* were ſeveral Congregations and Altars and - diſtaxt 
* places, Carthage was a very large City, &«. ns 

*thers: 
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(16) 
© there, beſides the Cathedral, were ſeveral other conſi- 
© derable Churches, &c. | 

This was in the fifth Age. Vitor ends his Hiſto- 
Ty in the latter end of it, about the Year 480. Now 
it is the three firſ# Ages principally, wherein it is 
{aid, there were not more Chriſtians than in ſome 
ſingle Congregation, nor more fixed Churches than 
one in a City. In the fourth there might be more 
in ſome Cities, but thoſe Cities were very few. Pe- 
tavins could but name two in the latrer end of that 


then the Church was greatly declining;as appears by the 
complaints of Auſtin, Chryſoſtom, Ifidore, Peluſiota, Proſ- 
| per, Salvian, &c. The ambition and other extravagan- 


_ baniſhment, {ayes he feared none ſo much as the 
33s 33- þ Biſhops. vNja oe Aomev Siding. ds eingkumes &, And the Bi- 
a ſhops of thoſe two Cities, Rome and Alexandria, which 

firſt tranſpreſſed the primitive bounds of Churches , 
are noted as: the firſt that turn'd the government, of 
| @«Socrat. Hit. the Church into domination, and did it 1n that Age, 
| _ 7. C4+7- But yet there is reaſon to believe that the caſe was 
not much alter'd at Carthage in this Age, for though 


yet great.numbers of them were with the Donatiſts. 
In Carthage it ſelf, they had. their Biſhops in ſucceſ- 


Synod of. 310 Biſhops ; Maximianus being declared 
Biſhop there at the ſametime, by two other Synods ; 
the one conſiſting of above fifty the other of above 
þ Anguſt. Zib. an hundred Biſbops ?., So that it ſeems that Se&# 


3; C:4: ©1874 had two Biſhops at once 1n Carthage, in the latter 


licks 


fion , Majorinus, Donatus, Parmenianus , Primianus, | 
who was confirm'd in the Chair at Carthage by af 


end of the fourch Age ; and vying with the Carho-f 


Age. In the fifth Age there might be more, but || 


cies. of the Biſhops promoted it. Chry/offome in the} 
violent proſecution which ended in his ejeCtion and} 


- a 


there were very many brought over to yea 


* (17) 
[ks for numbers, they might have as many Churches 
- fas they. "Rebaptizante Donati: parte. majorem multita- 
dinem Afrorum, the Donatiſts'' rebaptized the major 
rt of © the Africans ; {aith-Poſidonins s However 
the number 'of their. Churches 'will -not prove the 
thing in Queſtion. Out of the &rmons Oe Tempore, and 
De Diverſic, which go offer St. A»fins name, but are 
of uncertain Authors, and ſo are. of little account, 
he reckons eight Churches; but: there were more in 
Alexandria when the' Chriſtians did all meet there 
in one place. And ſifice, after the diſturbance - by 
Avins, the Presbyters were not ſuffer'd to preach in 
| Alexandria; either the people muſt meet in one place 
to hear the Biſhop: preach, 'or be without preaching # 
M. B. proved that they did meet in one place, and 


I*think his proof is ſtill fatisfying —— 
what is anſwered. - Nor doth it appear that all thoſe 
Churches were for Communion ; they might cormu- 
nicate with the Biſhop in the greater Baſilica, and 
the reſt might ſerve for other Offices, as Damaſ#ss 
/ofWhoever was the Writer of the Popes lives) fates, 
the 25. or 15. Titi were ereted at Rowe by Mar- 
* Peellus, propter 25 et peniteutian multorum et Se- 

pulturss. Hence D. Taylor infers, that at Rome - there 
was then ( viz. in the beginning of the fourth Age ) 
no preaching but in the Mother Church: ( And then 
Snot only at Alexandria, but at Rome in the _ 

A if the . met not in one place with the 
Bilhop, they could have no Sermon ;) and the infe- 


rence /1s ether as juſt, that there there was no 
ared} Exchariſt but at the Church. So that thoſe 
)ds ; places, (call them what you will, Titsli, Or Azopay, 
"ove or Baſilice,) ſeem to be Orarories, and not in- 
Set frended: or uſed © for celebrating the Lords Supper. 
_ And there /are- more” of _ in ſome one- of..our 
tho-1.. 4 'C | _ Þa- 


Cc Vita Auge 
Cap. -* 


& S ocrat. 


Lib. 5. Cap. 21» 
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(18) « 
Pariſhes'than''enher at Aexanidris or Corthage, and 
tors people not" fo: numerous, but 'they can and 

communicate together.” oo oo 
Pag.'2 50. to ſhew that there were more Altars thah 
one where Chriſtians did communicate in 'a City (or 
Biſhoprick, contrary toWhat he had aſſerted in! his' Ser- 
mon} he atledges a'paſſage inthe Conferente at\ Carrhags, 
where” Fovtunat us) objetts ro Petilian, That i rhe'Foins 
where he was Biſhop, the 'Hereticks ha byoken down all the 
Althrs.*" But this will be' no good' argument, that there 


were more"Mtars for the Euchariſt than ove in a Town, | * 


to thoſewho take notice thatin Africa there were abup- 
dance-of' Altars'for other" deſigns and purpoſes,” thin 


--,. ..: cetebraring}! the'' Euchariſt." Particularly, there wee 


| bythe /#/* Council at Carthage; Can, 14. Where 


many” ercted” as' Membrie  Martyrum, TIN 


thoſe Fathers take notice bf ſich Altars i» the” Fields, 
thei Wages, 8& ubique, 'and evtry wherey' and ſome of 
them: they condemn, {+1z! thoſe,” In quibus nullums 


; "4 ; ty a, - . ." | 
corpus aut ereliquie Martyrum condit's probanter,) oe 


_ rove. © At 

+ He"Thews,” that places diſtant” from the” City were in 
the "Biſhops Dioceſe, but theſe will' not ſerve. his turn, 
nor: will what's \alledged ſerve -for proof. -Itis a 


Candy inthe Afriten" Code;"that "wo Biſhop ſhoutd "leave 


his Cathedrial Chartch; and go to any other Church" in his 
Dioceſe 'there'to reftde ©. © | . 
But ſuppoſe this' Cathedral Church was'' in ſome 
Village; it 'cannot' hetice be proved that" Wiry * places 
diſtanr- from 'a "City, \were/'4h th@BAdPY Dis 
42. inthe Dioct(& of the "Op" Billig! 
ts no Maprobable!ſieppoſition ; ndetdi#her&s) near re 
to oxe(forvr; fince" in' {ira For ne Biſhop'in a Cy 


there mightobc 5; itt'Villaves,” And none wilt doubt 


of this, who kno how many” hundred Biſhops there 


Wcre. 


' Dioceſe, 
50 And" this. 
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und yin yrs though-:the ſound:;/be big -to - 
6 meaſure'them: by ours ) were all, but. a few 
Uage-Cathearals ; it may be {ome of 


Countrey Pariſhes: - | But» this: will be far from ems- 
dently;proving\ any fuchr thing, ifithe Canon be ri 
ha-ceprelented; forthere- 17 is not [ibis  Droceſe, either 


[| inthe: Greet or. nem ies, but. .4' Dioceſe; and fo. 
way either be:a: Church-t 1 


| ito - another. Bi- 
ſhop; or a 2Divceſe that had//no. Bithop :. for Dioceſſes 
there were int þ Ga y.. which _ had Bi- 
ſhops, as: appears by ſecond Councy. of Carthage, 
where ry; cet i? Dicefes which \never. if 4 
—_ ſbould not have anys. | 
- The: word -Divceſe, as it 
in ancient Writers, denotes that which. 1s either {© 


by much. biaper, or 10 far leſs. than a ' modern. Dioceſe, 
7, | chart he whoar from \one ro-xhe other, may -run 
= mito -miſtakes himſelf, 4ndidead :others!:nyith; him; 


a | In the'\ formieracception, it <ontains|many Provinces ; 


ſuch” Dioce/es , - and 4frica under. the- Rowwns was 


but-2»e of them, -Jaftixzar reducing- all the - African 


s Provinces: into one' DiocefsÞ. In-che 1atter-ac 
& -is:ufed fora Countrey Town or 'Village,' - tor” a 


Paridh or part. of - a Pariſh, + Thus + a» Presbyter” is 
$ faid :D/ 


Dieceles/dral TVathges Rem-to-exptains one andther, 
Da aand Piles A —— Cauncili 1Sd 
2 a 


ed?) 


Ajrics, and bow: few? Cities. | Their), Carhe-: 


f Cans $. Code 


{0 Baljomon detiries It,"# mide Sacages From B, ' The whole s = _ 
Rowan 'Empire was divided into twelve -or- thirteen © £9717: 


h Novel 131. 


is moſt frequently uſed 400% 53 


n 


1 Con. Agath. 


. Can. 53, 54» 
eFemere, 20 * hold 4 Dioteſe * and Pappolus 1 Greg. Tron. 


4 B\ardvDiorbſes 1 Ms} Enoteſian: yive Ki where lib. 5. Hiſt. 


Franc. Cap. 5+ 


| Tol:t. 4» 
Can. 36S. 
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| (207) '- 

_ aDzvce/eiis put for: a) Church ora i(Chappel, which 

ur 7 deer z.thus -a Synod at 

m(0r.4.C4% Oyleans orders ®; that when' any man hath, or defires to 

19s hwoe a Dioceſe in his ground, he muſt allow competent 
Land thereto, and prowide 'a Clerk: for it.. Like. theſe 
were the -Dioceſes mektigned 1n-the '4fices Canons, 
and: their:Biſhopricks'nwere.an{werable.). . 

It is determined in; {ſeveral - Africes Canons,: that 
the Dioceſes which never had Biſbops, ſbonld have none. 
But'this'was:decreediupon: terms and with exception, 
if-the Chriſtians-in thoſe places were mulriplica, and 

n'Cor Certh. 2. Wk | nt. {ein power 5, were ®. 
. Can.5.Code Now when ny l 
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e were numerous enough for 
4-57 - this we may ——_ the practice of 
thoſe: Churches, there were divers Biſhops in 4f/+4ca | 
who--had but oze- Presbyter belonging: to them, as ap» || | 
. pears by the caſe which . Poſthwneanus. puts®, of af. 
can. 55 Biſhop Lakes but one Presbyter. . Hence Biſhop Bl-, 
fon concludes, that Biſbops oftentimes had but one Pres- 
p Perptt. Go- byter P.. So that the people were numerous ex6ugh to. 
vers. pag, 255+ have a; Biſbop; where they :were too' many- for the }} 
22-15 cure ad inſpettion of one: Presbyter, And this was || | 
the ſence not only of the 1 4frica» Churches, but of || | 
the Exftern and Weſtern allo, as appears by the Coun: || 
cil of Sardica, where the Biſhops both from Weſt and | - 
Eaſt afſembled. There' thoſe Fathers, more careful 
than their Predeceſſors, thought: needful, left Biſhops Y 
fhould be difparaged 'by having itheir Chairs in /m44 
qCa.6... plates, to decree 4, that Biſhops ſball not be made .in 
little Towns or Villages, and there explain which' they 
count lirtle ; Cui ſatis: eff unus. Pregbyt 0" por 45 One 
Preshyter is. ſufficient i for... But they. add, where , the 
People are: wumerons; ( iz; $0 as: one /Presbyter- will 
yot. ſuffice, as the contexture dhews, ).: deſiring s Fad 
| 4 Þ 
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ich } bop,” ter: them have one. So that .it' was the ſence 
at Jof-che ancient Church, both-in' Africs, Exrope 'and 
to I} Aſia, that in ny place where there were ſo many 
ext || Chriſtians, as that a Presbyter needed . an Afifans; 
eſe I there a-Biihop ought to be' placed. By this we may 
ns, I diſcern yg" or - _ > a.m" tags 
our Pariſhes, elpecially ' confidering” that t 
it requiſite to- multiply Presbyters far pars” wha We 
do now ; and judged too, that:one of them-'was not 
{ufficieat for ſo numerous a. Flock as. one hath now 
in. charge. Their great . number-. of: Presbyters. in 
many-places ſhews-. this... To go no farther than 
Carthage,. were the Dr. finds but eight  Charches great 
and ſmall, yet-the: Clergy. were above five h - 
ſo many. belonging! to. Carthage were baniſhed by 
Hunnericus, as Vitor tells us ".. Jerome ſaith, the Pres- r De Prſcat- 
byters were multiplied ſo exceſhvely; that they became / 4 2b. te: 
contemptible ,, Presbyteros turba contemptibiles facit 5: $ Epiſt.ad Evage. 
*And where the- Donatiſts had. erefted- new Bi- 
es- | Shopricks, the - Africas; Council decrees' that after 
to. | *the- deceaſe of: ſuch Biſhop, if the people had no 
he | *mind to have another in his room, they might be 
as | *in 'the Diocete. of | another Biſhop : which ſhews 
of I *that they. thought the Dioceſes might be- ſo larze 
n- | *as to hold the people that were under two Biſhops, 
nd | <p.” 250. 
ful 
Ps 
l 
in 
24 
we 


It was moſt common: in: 4f7ica to have Biſhops ig 
I Villages, aad ordinary. for the Donatifts to-bave- a: 
Biſhop in the ſame where the Catholicks had -one ;. 
which ſhews, that thought, that:the Dioceſe need 
be no larger, than that a. Village might hold the Peo- 
ple that were under two Biſhops. The Catholicks de- 
be || cree, that when. a. Dazarf. Biſhop: was deceaſed, if. 
ill } che reduced [people would: have.) anather- in: his place; they - 
u- | were to. heve- one without conſulting 4 Councils... tEode Aﬀfrics.. 
Py , ©There ©®99>- 
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oe, i (ems made about pn .People 
one:1t; was: determined, 
cake; ſhould belong tothe Biſhop that converted 

After that; that they ſhould. belong to the 

iraa Dioceſe they were in before. 

'But-if the converted People: deſired to-_have: + Bi- 
ſhop-of their own, as-\they had before ,. then they 
were tdi/bplong- toi neither, 25 appears by: ſcyeral Ca- 

uC. 99, Mogs vi So that in this caſe, African might be 

Car. 118: ag” numerous; and | conſequemly as ſmall, after "the 
Donazifty were reduced, as before ; and fo far enough 
from reſemblance of modern 'Dibteſans ; and, A 
(ont: She Gare My. B. '"would.have them. 

'*But if the Donarif Biſhdp were. converted; the 
© Dioceſe was tobe divided between them, pay. 251. . 

Thus in a City, when there was both a Carholick 
and a Dovarift: Bilbop. (than-which nothing -was more 


muſt be divide# between them ; "and two Biſhops were 

to be cohtinued in one City. In ſome : places there 

were four Biſhops of one Party, for one of the other. 

Veriffimus Brihop at 7 zcara faith, in bi flock there were 

| ih other. Biſhops, . D:riatis, 4/pidias, Fortunatus and 
* Collat. Carth. ianus *, Sup ole where there were four Donatift 
a——— Biſhops, they had all been-converred, the place by this 
Rule muſt have been divided amongſt ve Bthops. 

And ſo-in a ar where there were two Biſhops, 

as-there was at ena rebar 'many;.-other. ih 

x Thid. N.133. Places 'in Af##ts* , «]t; Baibop being. coro- 
& N.207- vated; the NVitans — recs ures betweew them 
into two Dioceſes,''and: each Diocete there had beet 

% flo more- than half a Pariſh with! 1as.- Adv. Bi, will 
hot-be-much againſt 'iſugh'.Divceſans} mor troubled 

@t amp-fuch cog ous of ore Ts Ra 

agecticr kind.” road; wag »AY/ 271 d! "It 

| He 


ordinary) if'the Donarsſt was converted, the... Town 
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.He paſſes to Hippo, and igehg Countrey about it finds 
divers! Presbyters and Deacons, whereby he - would 
prove 'the largenefſ of that Dioceſe. But he migh 
there have found divers Biſhops alſo. That .there 
were more Biſhops in the Coun which he would 
appropriate to- St, Auſtins jurildiction, may appear 
by: thoſe be infkances which ' the Dy. Tkes Foſs 
of to ſhew, that he was the only Biſhop there, and 
the Presbyters and Deacons in thoſe places, all «ner 
his care and government. % L 
_  Faſſala is one of them, and this is acknowledged 
to have had a Biſhop, though. it was but a.Caſt!e, 
and fo. calfed 'more than' ance *in the, place'.cited. 
The reaſon why it had a Biſhop no ſooner, is figni- 
fied by A»jtin», when he ſaith, there were no Carho- 
licks 'at all” in it ; In eodem Caſtello pullus efſet omnino 
Catholerus ; bur” multitndes of © Dozatifts. ' Yet © when 
ſome were gained to the. Church there, or in the 
parts about it, -a Biſhoprick was ereCted '1n it for 
the Catholicks. The place being remote from Zippo, 
Auſtin was ſenſible that the charge was too great 
tor- him, extending further than it ought, and diſcern- 
ins that he was: not ſufficient for the diligence which in 
all reaſon was 'due to it, he took care that a Biſhop. 
frould be ordained, and placed there ; Me widerem. 
lattus quam oportebat extend, nec adhibende ſufficere a;- 
lizentie, quam certiſſima ratiove adhiberi debere cerntbam, , 
Bit -the Dy. ſayes, he was fain to reſume it, What. 
he underſtands erepy, 1 don't well know, but if an 
thing 'be' meant for his; purpoſe, it muſt be that this 
Biſhoprick was tExtinguiſhed. But "there's no ground: 
for this. It's trug, Autonins, ao OY there, Was. 
tipon 'ſonis compiamts Part” out, of Pal a, yet /alzo 
Fpiſcopern, 10 3s he jetqined the [Epiſcopal dignity. . 
but the place' was not deprived” of -the” Epitcopal 


Chair, . 
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Chair, for though it-might continue" void for | ſome- 
time, yet a Biſhop. 1s found- there afterwards* in the 
 dfrican Notitia, Melior Fuſſalenſis is reckoned amongſt 
| _ of Nawnidis., Hereby it is manifeſt that 
this holy Biſhop could not digeſt fo- great a Dioceſe 
as the Dy. aſſigns him. He had the wiſdom and 
humility to' think himſelf not ſufficiexr for a” Charge 
id remote and extended ; and he had the conſcience 
-not tv charge himſelf with that which he was not /uf- 
cient for. -So when Fu//a/a had a competent Ntm- 
r of perſons in it of their communion, he takes 
/ care (which was the general prattice of the” 4/+;- 
can Bi ) to form a KI in that Caſtle, 
and fuch a Dioceſe, -as fo ſmall a place and. ſome 
other near it could make. And this about Anno, 420. 
when the generality of the people tainted with Dox«- 
tiſm was reduced, and Laws made for. 'the' baniſh- 
ment of their Biſhops and Clergy, and the delivery - 
of their Churches to the Catholicks ; and fo,” when 
it cannot be pretended that this. Schiſm was the occaſi- 
on of a further multiplication 'of Byſbops. | 
tt appears that a place forty Miles diſtant, was 
*then under'the care of ſo great a Saint, and ſo ex- 
*cellent a Biſhop, as Auſtin was. eh 
Tt was under his care, not as one that intended 
= *to be. their Paſtor, or as a fixed part of his” Bi- 
: ſhoprick, as places are which belong to one of our 
Dioceſes; -but only to make them capable of having 
a Paſtor, and to have. one placed amongft them, as 
the event makes it evident. _ Hereby it appears that 
the Dr. might have forborn his Queries, We need 
not gwe/s what anſwer St. Agfin would have re- {| 
turned to them; he has. done it 8fvally in this Epi- 
"6 rough it may be not to. the 'Nr's -SatisfaQtion. 
- For the numbers,at Fuſſals, he layes, at firlt here was 
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not one Catholick, afterward there; were but few, when 
there was more they. had a. Biihop. of their, own. 
' And for taking i wpon him the care of ſo diſtant 4 place, 
he ſaies he was not /ufficzext for it himfelf, the care 
he took was to have it committed to another. So -that 
Mr. B. ſees no reaſon to tell Auſtin, that he munder- 
ſtood not the , right conſtitution »f Churches ; but- he 
may ſee reaſon to tell others ſo, and thank St. Auſtin 
for here diſcovering-it. I might have alledged, that 
this Epiſtle which the Dy. makes ſuch uſe of, is 
ſuſpetted by learned men, as is noted in the laſt Editi- 
on of Auſtin's Epiſtles at Paris. It is not found-in 
the ancienter and leſs ſuſpetted Editions. The Pa- 
piſts ( from whom -we have it ) are concerned for 
the credit of it, It helps them to an argument for 
the .Biſhop of- Romes power about Appea/s from for- 
reign parts. For Antonius Biſhop of Fuſſala, being 
cenſured in 4/rica, appealed (it's faid,) to Celeſt+- 
»us Biſhop of Rome, to- whom this Epiſtle is direQ- 
ed. But then it ſeems not likely that Antonius ſhould 
have the confidence to do this, when the Africar 
Fathers had fo poſitively declared againſt ſuch Appeals ; 
and Apiariss a little before had found the like attempt 
{0 unſucceſleful. Nor is it prokgple, that St. Auſtin 
fortified with the Decrees of the. African Councils, 
would be ſo much concerned ( as this Epiſtle would 
make him) to hinder Cz/e/tinus from revoking the 
Sentence, which all the Authority of Afice had made 
irreovcable by any Biſhop, of Rowe. But there's no 
need to infift. on this, whether it. be ſuppolititious 
or not, we have offer'd enough to render it unſer- 
viceable to the Dr's deſign. 

Another place he mentions for the ſaid purpoſe, 
is Municipium. Tullenſe, or Tullienſe, as ſome Editions 
have it... meet with Epiſcopatus Tullitenſis in a Ca- 

ns. D talogue 


| 
| 
1 
t 
| 


(26) ; 
Mfrican Biſhops.” It' may* be that denotes 


this very place ; the-variation' of 'one letter need, not 


hinder, fince'it is fo common” with. the 4/rican wri: 
ters' to vary ſo much and more, in the naming of 
their Towns. Inſtances hereof might be given in 
abundance, take | but this one. Dovatianus a Biſhop 
in the Province of Byzacera, is led from his Bi- 
Y, Teleptenſss elſe- 


z Call, carth. Where ® 3 with the change of the fame letter that 


on 


a £). 60 


is in the inſtance before us. Whether it be {fo or 
not, there*'s no doubt but if this Town was ſtored 
with Chriſtians, it had a Biſhop of its 'own; far it 
is fearce' credible that when ſo- many contemptible 
Villages itz that Countrey had their 'Biſhops, there 
ſhould be none in ſo conſiderable a Corporation as this , 
which as' ap = Auſtin's deſcription of Murca 
the fick | ans, its Duum-vitate x and Common- 
Council, anſwerable to the Coy/ſuls and Sejcte at Rome, 
and 'was honoured with the Priviledges and inimy- 
nities of the Imperial City. IF 2pO 
However Auſt;x doth not. ſay that this Town had 
Presbyter and Glerks under his care and government. 
This is added without any . ground that F can -diſ- 
tern in- the place* gited, and without this ad«irion 
the” puneiilax "Fore which the Dr. recites: does . him 
not the Jeaſt ſervice. | De a3100 
Nor does St. Auſtin fay to Cecilian the Preſident, 
that ihe was Biſhop 'of that Dioceſe ( which 'the' Dr. 
repreſents as''a Region ' of large extent, ) bite only 
that' he” had Epi em Sartinan Dligtonenſtin, "1h! 
Epiſcopal charge of Hippo, IO 
' The third Town. which the ſpeaks of tis in, Auſtin's 
Dioceſe, is Mutageza, or Mutigena. But this alfo, had 
irs own Biſhop, 'ox two for a: need. To the romference 
at Carthage there is  Antonins Epiſcopus as = 
17: +d 00 Or 


(27) 

for the Catholicks, and- Spleadowius Biſhop there for 
the Donatiſts >. And thus tt was even in Hippo it ſelf, r= 
Auſtin was Biſhop there for the Catholicks, and Mycro- 
bius for the Donatifts, who ſucceeded. Proculeiames in 
the Chair there ©, So that Av{fix is fo far from ha- q 4... 138. 
ving 4 the Regios under his Juriſdiction (this being Þ 29% 52-38: 
parted -amo ſeveral other Biſhops ). that he had ** 
not the whole Town, the Donarzfts had a Dioceſe 
there, fuch a one as thoſe in 4frica uſed to be, where 
one little Town (and Hippo was none of the greateſt) 
would ſerve for two Dioceſes. And in ſome places 
where the Donatifis had one Biſhop, the Catholicks 
would. have four : And they were ſerved in the ſame 
Kind by the Davaris, who in other places had 
three or four for their oe, of which there are ſeveral 
inſtances in that: famous conference at Carthage 4, d NW. 107. 12ts 
| Other Towns might be added which had Biſhops *5'**: 
of their own in that Region, but there's no need of 
more. St. As#in himſelf ſignifies plainly that there 
were more Biſhops in the Territory of Hippo, when 
he moved Jaxxarizs the Primate of the Dozatifts, that 
they would meet together with the Catholick Biſhops, that 
were in that Territory, and who there ſuffered ſo much 
by the Donatiits©, 'Erce interius Epiſcopos notros qui < Ep68. 
ſunt in Regione Hipponenfi ubi 4 weitris tanta mala pa- 
fimur conventte. 
- If the Region of Hippo was ſo-very large as the Dy. 
repreſents it, there is no doubt but there were many 
good Villagesin it. And Mr. Thorn4ike (whom none 
can {ufpe& to be partial this way , his Byaſs rather 
| leading him. the other)-tells us, That i» Africa, Biſhops 

were y- plentiful, that every good Village muit needs be 
"the Seat of Enrſcopal Churchf. And if, as the Dr. ; Right 
fayes, the 3 ALIA hiſm of the Donatits was the Churches 14- 
occaſion. of. the multiplication of Biſbops - in. Africa, *** P32: 53: 

D-2 they 
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they - muſt be moſt multiplyed-in Namidie,” to which 
m_ belonged ; berauſe the Donatifs were there 
' moſt - numerous, He that finds betwixt- an hundred 


and two hundred Biſhops in the. Province of Numidis, 


and makes -the Region of Hippo of - more than forty: 


miles extent, yet otters to prove there was - but one 
Biſhop in that. Region ; need not deſpair but he 'may 
make any thing probable. | | 

After fuch plain Evidence of the extent of Dioceſes, 
he would bring as clear proof of Metropolitan Provin- 
ces in the African Churches. To me they are both 
clear alike, who can diſcern nothing of Evidence in 
them. His proof is meerly Cypriazs calling that part 
of Africa where he lived, Provincia no#r1, two or 
three times. Before Eccleſiaftical Merropolitans were 
known in the World, Africa was by the Romans di- 
vided into Provinces, as our Kingdom: hath. been-lon 
into Comnties. Cannot one that lives in an Englich 
Shire , call it our County, but that mult be: a .cleas 
proof that he is the Governour of it ? _ hirſelf 
never dreamt of any ſuch thing. He diſclaims all Au+ 
thority over the- Biſhops of that or any other Province, 
Negme enim quiſquam noitrum Epiſcopum ſe eſſe Epiſcoporum 
con#tituit *, The great Cauſabon, where he was concern'd 
to ſpeak as favourably of the Enziiſh Conitirution as poſſi- 
bly could be, ſayes, It is mo#t manife#t that this Supertirity 
was of. humane Con#titution, and in the firft and ſecond 
Aves, and a great part of the third, not known in the 
Church y. And D. St. elſewhere tells us, there. was ne 
difference as to the power. of the Biſhops. themſelves, who 
had all equal Authority in thetr ſeveral Churches, and 
none over another. He not only ſayes this, but brings 
for it clear proof” indeed *, and” finds higher riſe 
of ' Metropolitical Power or Priviledge, tan the Coun+ 


.cilat Aztioch, near an hundred years after.. The great 


Privi- 
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Priviledge ' of Metropolitan ('"after they were eſta- 
bliſh'd by Canon }-whereit all*their Authority con- 
ſiſted; while the State- of the 'Church' was tolerable ; 
was their preſiding. in Provincial Synods, and there 
they had. but a ſingle- Vote, about Ordinezions, Cen- 
ſures''or other affairs. - In Cyprians Ape; the Biſhop 
ir the - prime /City "did 'oftbn preſide: n' Syrio8s 5 but 
this 'hondur they had 'not 'from' obl;7 arion but” cour- 
reſfie, nor had they it alwaies, but others were cho- 
ſen Preſidents, ſometimes out- of ſome other reſpe&t 
to the place, than becauſe it was a- Merropotis, or | the 
Biſhop” of it a Metropolitan: So ina Synod in Pa- 
line , - Alexander Biſhop "of Jeruſalem * was © joint | 
Preſident with - T heophilus of ' Caſarex , though 'Ca/«- 
rea, not YJerwſalem, 'was the Metropolis of Pale- 
#ine *. Sometimes for the worth of the Perſon, ſo * 4%! F 4 
Ofizs of Corduba was choſen Preſident of 'divers Sy- 1.2. c. 23. ifs 
nods, in places remote from- his Dioceſe and 'Coun- il 
trey, mizs ae. 5x My howro auvols, ſaits Theodore?” of him b, b Hif. Lib. 2. 
Sometimes for their Age, as Palmas Biſhop af & 05 - 
maitris was Preſident in 2 Synod in Poxtus upon this. 

account expreſly, &; dyxzu'rer0;, becauſe the molt anti- 

ent © And'in'Africa long after, not he who had his c Ex. 1.,s. c, 
Seat in the chef City of the Province, but he - that 

was antienteff among the Biſhops had the Primacy 

in Provincial Synods4, and” this ſettle# by Ganon #. 444: #7: 
By which it appears that the preeminence of * Merzopo- _ .. 
litans was not eſtabliſhed, either by Rule or invari- _ = afie 
able Cuſtom, for .the- firſt - zhyee Ages. And after- Can.45. 
watds, when in the 'fourrh Age -1t was: ſettled” by 

Canon, yet then it” was not - »uch -any © where; biit 

tf it feems in” Africa” than 'in ſome-other parts; 

\mce there they were ſo jealous of 'the ambition: lurk- 

ing '( and now: and they” appearing”) in tlie thing,. 

that the Biſhops there would not admit the: Names, 


but. 
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'but declare, thut rhe Biſhop. of the fri So ſhot nay 


be. called. the Jonegh: of the: hate vs 

$7. of like EE} wy ouly the | be f Prin 4 
Hence Dr. +. concl nd it 

© been well obſerved, that - the African Churches I 


* retain | eſt the Primirive ſimplicity and, humili 
| among. n>.and when the, Voice was, faid to, be 
<beard in the Church upon-the flowing in of Riches, 


1f" Tren: ye. 373+ 


< —=y be mepenraoaſſeſos ft is Ecofeſiam;: by the work- 
of which . Poyſon,the Spirits. of 'the Prelates be- 

4h to ſwell with Pride and Ambition, as isevi- 
in, Favrch ar Lg | Africs eſcaped the 

&7 on rs Africa hath 

ch = ayes. _— Ch of et'in that Am- 
* bitious Age, it had no — wonder but only this, 


+ that it ſhould eſcape fo free from that Typhus: Secu- 
* lars, (135 3hey then call'd it,) that: Monſftrowe Irch 


:06,Dn Prideand Ambition? 
1, 7ERtIONS ONE Creſcens, who had One bandred 


| and / Biſbops uader him as Metropolitan, p. 253. 


him ;|how 2. as one gver whom he had ju- 
, Or. to "whom they ſwore Canonical Obedi- 


| _— No ſuch; thing ; but- under him, as an honora- 
| "oF Preſidews in. their iſernblies ; who there could do 


without them as to any matters of moment, 


"but was ſtill to be concluded by their V he  ha- 


ving. neither ezarive .nor caſtize voice. Such a Mo- 
derator he was; as the reformed Churches haye in their 


| Synods gr other aſſemblies,; anly he- after, the. faurrh 


Age the:place and honour for ife, as hears al- 
wayes Jo not. ., But this makes no material difference, 


af Grotius miſtake not , who fates, it is not de re, 


"but: de_ habendi modo. A. Diftator made but for. the 


diſpatch ef ſome, preſent, difficulty, was as much .a 


y De jure Belt, 
C1.:.3.Seft. 11 


King ( in' his account, ): as he that reigaed during Hfe. 


" Duratio nathram rei non immiitat 8. Set, 


I) 


þ 


"$622." 10. He pales to” 2bd from. \ W 
wifi ayes of woo kl Fg Ns eo 7 forex TT 
ons,which Tlperh nor alf Eurrent. 
here were true Parochial Churches, beceuſe” 
called Churches : but fo were the Tituli . 
called, yet. were not better than Oratories (or S 


pels of on! in mapy. of our Pariſhes ) NReR 


vine erc_not performed. That. b-- 
"5 erfo ned tiers ſo as the 720 were not og 
obliged 'to ore recourſe. to Alexandria, for ſome, ane 
Heres as not lng _} FR: Frag -jo 
er wes GHQ F246 I12Ey were [0.:wnatr þ þ (4SZ24f 
be hid the Sep: hes Te But. ifhe, had the whole, 
thoſe Probyicns et none of ,,it.,. and then he. was 
a Biſhop, an ſuch Presbyters as that age 


- wore W. This the. beſt _{ſſerrors of p64 
ze,.. and Dr. $;, proyed.: * He . 

ors re tr thy we that 1 dre, , that they conlg. 
ve local Communion with ati: _ 

o FIG "But. that: the Diſtance was Ky uch , as ſto 
hinder them from having communion with their Bi- 


pp, is evident by an Epiſtle, of .Dyaniſav, who: be- 
ng baniſhed to. Cephro, and troubled that afterwards 


; os. Governour would, remove m0 Coluthion in Mare- 


etis ;, the Brethren ericqur 1 becauſe, .this was fo 
Bear Alexandria, that it might be. reputed but 4 remoter 
Saburbs, &: w mes; and though the place was deſtitute 


of Chriſtians, yet thoſe of Alexandris might frequently 


have.recourſet to them, 2nd make up a Congregation h, k Euſh. 14 _ 


But further, ngt to 1nliſt ploy upon. his. Obſervati- 


- ons but the Scope of them, if Mreoris was well re- 


Fihep # with Chriſtians when Mg us was made 
ſhop there, it had.not been long. ſo ; for Dignyſius- 
It his time, declazes K to AIR, os to ke WY 


duas Of Any 700d men, "oY uNvqey x; MTs dr3gd muy *, i Thids, 
| It 
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.of the.C 


ak t Was the Js 


urca, { as 4 Ihew:d be 
fore, ).tliar © Wh hte ſahs Were” 10 * nulciplied 
8" neue need. * thate* than one | Pres- 

Hank 'a Ge u 140, "have a , it 'Was 
tot to | them. 


= Fe Fronts Arhanaſu ſaw. ogld pot, ws, move, hin- 


7 then "from Pp 
Ez any were roo TY for fin , od CY 
k Athan, Marris 1. Tt, 

Mg. 622. Sk Poon hg at it, puter ' IÞs I FN org | 
ny Ki Bn Fa Po: e reward of. AA itl 
t not uſe- it <lefſe -im- 

his" Revenues," | neg | Chef Ole 

of whithwich he of Fo Ant 
Clergy lived ; beiny "edrds mm” Brin 
here 'A vey BY 
was we rp 


allowed to. the Countreg Byſep 
ſhoprick © was ereRed ;") 
pleaſed. with other "mY were "gg ear 
"Circum mtances,: | port latly with \Dr4 ho'was 
"made gs the: x24 *&ritory of at ; 
| Epift.ad Dra-'7, 15 OT, es! "And more there might be, for 
wy in thoſe 
little diftant- one nga Apother, as Countre "Towns 
are. with” us.” ARR nd furth &* than the” ountre 
bordering" i Paine Dioſpolis ar 1 A4 an 
Epiſcopa bla was ine int es from Jo ob an 
Joppe. ſome Four, 'Miles* from * Jammin ; Rr AE 
our Miles from -Aprhe. and Anthedon not Three 
m Hip. Lib. 5 Miles ("Sozomen. fayes bar Twenty Furlonz's 'm.) frotn 
pit bid, Gaza ; and Gaza 'Tw 'enty. Fuloiis fron Conſtant 1a 
02, gs 
p. 336. (antiently Mailms ®'y' _ Srrabp "makes it little whore 
: __ 15 "than Seaves Purlongs®.. 
p. Dr pole Fu (though * there were Biſhops, alfo it the Colntrey.) 
daie. Lib. 5- C' ryergs cloſe together: *'Nico3olis, wel Twerlty /Furfongs 


an gn 17 from Alexandria , as By if Phi 4 uy of ny Futon 8 
'N : 7 


Tf this was now the . con- - 


Patts. as in' others, Biſhops were ſeated" as _ 


In Foot it ſelf, the Cities; * 


— 
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pus, Heraclie, and Naucratis mot much further one 5 
from another. More Inſtances hereof might be given 
in other 'Countreys, $yr:2,- the lefler A4fis, Greece; Mace- 
don, and Italy, where there are'divers Cities but two 
Miles diſtant, very. many at three or four Miles di- 
ſtance, abundance at five or ſix ; I muſt not digreſs 
to give a particular account of - them. -. Thoſe who 
ordained every ſuch City or Town to have a Bi- 
, were far from- deſigning any ſuch things as 
rn Dioceſes. * | 
* But 2M. B*s great argument is, from the meet- 
© ing 'of the whale multitude with A4thenafizs in the 
« great Church at Alexwnariz, torkeep the Exfter So- 
« lemnity, p. 254. | 
And there is ſome weight in it, becauſe nothing 
conſiderable can be faid againſt it. It , qrounts zo 
more than is ſaid, if a juſt account be t of it. 
He tells the Emperour there were ne#w, ſo many Chri- 
ſtians at the Paſchal Solemnity, as a Prince that loved 
Chriſt, would wiſh zo be in the City, and that es 
defired to meer in the great Church, that they. all might 
pray there, wr? nirms ages, and ' fo they did, Ymy x 
zoo Can this fignifie -any- lefs, than. that all 'the 
Chriſtians in that. City which adhered to Athenaſins, 
did meet and pray "in one place? He ayes, that on: 
place was capable-: of recerving them all, NeaSa mirres. 
He: faies the multitudes there met, were ſuch as at 
other- times aſſembled” if" ſeveral other little places, 
mis havew, Ot, Hlon'(layes he) 4id the people rejoyce toſee 
on? another now, whtn before they met in Pocral laces ? Let 
any one view the whole: paſſage, and I doubt not, 
it will be plain to any unpartial eye, that the. main 
Body of Chriftians, belanging to Athana/ms, did meet 
70 that .ons Chuzxch; ne by this I fee nothing will 


be 


(# * - »* . 
# }/ 
f 
[4 


as Strabo4, and T apoſiris ( neat Nicopolis,) and Cano-4 4b 17: p 
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be "plain in Arriquiry, to him that likes "it nor. 


Hereby: the Dy*; following queſtibns are anfiver', 
F-25 INE | 


It FA no good argument, that becauſe all-rhe Chri- 


 #hians in Loxdon cart meet in 'Pasls, therefore all 


the Chriſtians adhering to Athanaſius in Alexandria 
could not meet (in a prear Church. Alexandria was 
never, by far, {o populous 'as Lowdon, much leſs at 
this time. ' The greateſt part of ''the Tnhabitants of 
that City were atthistime Feathers or Jews, Ofthoſe 
who paſſed for Chriſtians, it is like Athanaſius had 
the leſſer ſhare. The Novatians and other SetZs, the 
Meletians eſpecially, and the Arians, did probably ex- 
ceed his flock in numbers. It may be the Ar/2»s alone 
were more numerous, conſidering how - many they 
were there at firff, and what encouragements and 
advantaggg they had under ſuch an' Emperour as 
Con 5 and therefore  theſe' Cities are” vaſt! 

diflerent, in that very ' thing 'wherein they * ſhould 
agree, to make ſuch reaſoning' good,” either for proof 
or illuſtration. Afrer* this time Epiphaniss mentions 


about twelve Meeting places in Atexanaria; whether 
there were ſo many now, or whether the Carholicks 
bad them all,” may ,be' a Queftion. However A/ha- 
vaſins tells us, that all theſe” /ave one were exceeding 
ſmall, Very ſbort and frait places, Toy Tniywy exxanmGy Copy re 
r Apol. p:531, 99 TowrT.. And after, he'fayes, they were wu & real + 
$P. 532, 


There are as many or more' Churches 'and Chappels, 
(it's like, as 'great-as-thole 'in Wexaharia,) in Tome. 
one of our. Parifhes in Exp/and, the Pariſhioners af. 
ſemble in the lefſer places at other times; but at ſome 
Sokemnities they are wont to communicate at the 
chief Pariſh. Church. Will any argue from ſuch Pa- 
riſoes fo our Divceſes, or" that they' eGuld-fot' meet 
in one place, becauſe they had ſo many other*® little 
places to meet in ? | There's., 
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Theres's 80 need for the ſerving” Df Bs Hyporhs- 
ſir, that Alexandria be \ſhrunk into a leſs compals, 
nor doth M..B. in the leaft attempt it. He gives 
the full dimenſions of - that City out of Srrabo, as 
grave and judicious a Geographer, .and every way as 
unexceptionable, as any he could pitch - on ; who is 
ſo: far trom leſſening it, that he calls it, wwe we lar 
pms *Eumigiers the greateſt Mart Town in the World. Yet 
he might have told-us that, Auſonims makes it infe- 


riour to Conſtantinople, to Antiochia.and to Carthage x, * o ord, Nob, 
who: may pals for as judicious an Author as he that © 


will have 1t dx/xur1@;, 7xcomprehenſibly.. great. But he 
detratting nothing from the greatneſs of that City, 
offers as fair probabilities, that the Chriſtians in it 
joyning with 4thanaſizs, might all meet in one place, 


as can be expeCted/in' ſuch a caſe"; But the Dy, » ©%b. Hi, 


thought not fit to take notice of them. 

«* To ſhew the: great. number of Chriſtians in 
*« Alexandria, he tells-.us, pag. 255, 256. long before 
«the time of Athanaſius, Dionyſius Alexandrinus faith, 
«in a time of great: perſecution when he was ba- 
«© niſhed, he kept upithe Aﬀemblies in the City, and 
« at Czphro he had a large Church, partly ofthe Chriſti- 
«ans of Alexandria which followed him, and partly 
« from - other places,; and when he was removed 
<« thence to. Collurhion, which was nearer the City, ſuch 
*<cumberSof Chriſtians flocked out of the City to 
&* him, that they were forced to have diſtin Congre- 
5 gatzons, {o.the words: »ſe wes; ſigaitie. 
r0.'Was a placean Eybia, /at a great diſtance from 
Alexmaria'; inthe Epiſtle .cited-it is a Village near the 
Defezt; and! that was no place for very great Aſlem- 
3t, was the recourſe of 


iftians' from ferconrbenilparyriufi Evypr. However 
it / was! | greatey't than bwhay iohey! 5 


| 
had [or expetted, 
E 2 h 
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when"removed” to: Marovris, though ſo very near to 
Alexandria, as Dionyſus his friends there ſignified. 
But to encourage him, they tell him, «as i afterwards 
fell. out, that their Meetings though not ſo creat, might 
be more. frequent, Chriſtians itill coming to them 
from Alexandria, one eomry after another; ſo that 
they. might. often have Aſſemblies for Worſhip and 
Chriſtian Communion at . Collurhion, though in leſs 
numbers than at Cephro ; and that by the contexture 
of the diſcourſe ſeems to be the meaning of ww wes, 
their- aſſembling 1n parcels as they came, ſome at one 
time, and others at another ; not that ſuch-numbers 
flocked thither at once out of the City, as that they 
were forced to have diſtin& Congregations. Indeed 4 
company. not very numerous, might be well thought 
too many for one. Aflembly. in their circumſtances, 
in the Paroxiſm of a violent perſecution, when Aimi- 
Lianws the Governour, paſſing Sentence of baniſhment 
on them, told them, :.-ſbould\be death to keep a meet- 
ing in the place to which they were baniſhed, and that they, 
ſhould be narrowly. watched in order to a diſcovery: 
And Dionyſus ſayes, he was on purpoſe diſpoſed of 
in ſuch a: placez, where he might moft eafily os 
hended. And-therefore if they had met in diftinCt 
Congregations at'the ſame time, this had been. no ar- 
gument to prove.them ſo numerous as the Dy. is concern- 
ed to. havethem. Leſs than a: thouſand, .y&, or five 
hundred will mere than fatisfie-. the 'umport. of | any 
paſſage in this Epiſtle, which. hemakes ule of to prove 
the great numbers of: Chriſtians .in that City.  How- 
ever, as if his ſuppoſition had been-\proved, he proceeds 
upon it thus: - ** If there- were:\uch a numbes- of Chri- 
< ſtzans at Alexurngria, (o.lopg befoce, under the: ſhasp- 
« eft, perſecytion; is;je. pollbleco-awagine in ſ/great- 


« a City after Chriltzagity: had fa:long been the Re- 


ligion 
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« ligion- of the Empire, that" the 'number of Chriſti- 
«ans there ſhould be no greater than to make one 
« |arge Congregation ?-p. 256. | 

The Profeſſors of Chriſtianity greatly increaſed after 
this became the Religion of the Empire; but thi 

reateſt part 'of thoſe who profeſſed-it, did not ad» 
Fore to Athanaſins ; both the Meletians and the Arians 
fell off from his Predeceſſors, and the breach conti- 
nued . all his time ; ſo that the Catholicks in Alexan- 
dria ſeem not to have gained much more by the 
happy alteration in the Empire, than they. loſt by 
hoe unhappy diviſions. At the firſt breach, Mele- 
rizs had many more Adherents than Peter, as Epi- 
phaniz tells us *, far moſt of the Biſhops, Clergy and 
People deſerting Peter and cleaving to Melerins Con- 
ftantine granted them the liberty of their Meetings, . 
and Athanaſinvs who oppoſed them, was by him Ba- 
niſhed, and fo continued many years, ( twelve or 
thirteen ) under fuch encouragements as they had 
under him and Conftantins, their numbers were not 
like to be impaired. 

As for the Arians, if we may take our meaſures 
of the! People by their Officers, they were more nu- - 
merons than the Carholicks in this City ; for of nine 
Presbyters and Deacons which the Church of Alexan> 


uria had, as Theogoret reckons *, eleven embraced Aria- x Mip.1. 4, t. 


niſm Y. Conſtantine, if he did not favour them, 
would- not oppoſe them, but was ſevere againſt thoſe 7; 
that did; againft Arhanafius particularly. Conſtanriis, 
his Succeſfor fthole parts of the Empire, was. both 
Zealous and I ous in promotirig Ariani/m. Ih 
theſe circumſtances the Ariane might welt aut-vi 
the followers of Arbanaſiws in. mumbers ; and." the 


declined as the" other increaſed ;, the 'numbers' which | 
theſc_loſt, being gained by" thoſe.” Mrxager 


4 his im- 


_  mediate- 


F- 
| ;. WO OTA 10 {9eprd6, 2 LAUGH ON -. | 
,  Atbansf. Avid. ("ag bones did afterwards. in another, and pleads 


Z Ep. 113. 
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City. 
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mediate Predeceſſor, afſembled the main: body. gf his 
erents in is Me Pe fu quite vp 


it in excuſe of his own ACQt; ] this Church is reckon- 
ed among the i On on. bony ſnat and 
ſtrait, ing. greater the reſt, Now 
bat {Eg Cabolicks there ſhould be {6 
much increaſed, upon ſuch- revoits; and under ſuch 

iſcouragements, as that thoſe who could meet to- 
__ in an ordinary Church with Alexander, ſhould 

e too many to aſſemble in a very gre Church with 
Athanaſius ? Let the impartial judge who ithey are 
that build Theories upon ſtrange improbabilities. 

The Dy. proceeds, to what he thinks plziz exourh 
of it felf go - ſbew the great extent of Dioceſan Power, 
it is that of. Theodoret, where 'tis ſaid he had the 
charge of eighty  Churces 7; | 

This might be. Jiſmilled, as. out of the bounds we 
are concern'd for, being beyond not only the three 
firſt, but the fourth, Age : for this E (Ule, if it be 
T heodorets, was writ about the middle of the fifth 
Age, when all was tumbling into. confuſion and de- 
generacy.; Only thus in briet. .; The. paſſage” infiſted 
on, runs thus : 1» ezghty. Charches I. have been Paſtor, 
for ſo many Paribes hath. Cyrrhus. Cyrrhus here is 
but capable of three acceptions ; it muſt be taken ei- 

er, for the City alone; or both for the City-, and 
the: Region ; or fox the Region [alone without . the 

Again} this /2/, there is an unanſwerable e+- 
cepiion, the, word is. never, thus uſcdags: theſe Epi 
or elſewhere. - Nor L thiak can, an-Mitance be given 
Where, the, proper , name. of a City, as Cyrrhus was, 
the Colngeey aloge, adoonghe.Ciuy/in fel 
the. Dy., rejcQts,.,and 4s! congerncd Hoya do, 
tted-35,,1t, yrould 


- entangle- him 18 8 
xj difficulty 
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difficulty that Fems incxtricable. If -the ff be ad: 
mitted, it*"muſt be granted that Theodorer was not 
the Author of rhis' Epiſtle, or at leaſt of the paſſage 
inſiſted on, as here exprefſed. For he' who deſcri- 
bed Cyrrhus to be a deſolate place, ImuG im x; iniur | 
buxirmegas Vxure, having few inhabitants, and thoſe poor *, 3 Eiift. 32 
and elſewhere mentions maixms ienuar, lignifying it to 
be a ſmall Town_in a manner def0/ate ®, would neither b ©if. 138. 
ſay nor dream, that there were eighty Pariſbes in 7+. 
But there's no need to inſiſt on this or 6ther pro- 
babilities, that this Epiſtle is ſpurious, or this paſſage 
corrupted. That which the Dy. delivers 'in ' ns dil: 
courſe upon it, is enough to ſhew, that it will not 
ſerve his deſign, nor is pertinent to the Scope he pro- 
poſes. He tells us i» that Province ( called Regio 
Cyrrh-ftica ) there was a Metropolitan of Haziopolis, 
which by the ancient Netitie, appears to have been then, 
one of the names of Cyrus or 5A: a P. 258. 
If this be. ſo, then Theodorer muſt be a Metropoli- 
tm, 'and: himſelf ſeems. to fignifie no leſs, when he. 
tells us he ordained Jrenews a Biſhop c.” For thought. x9. ;40, 
others were*wont to concur. with the Metropolitan 
in ordaining a Biſhop, yet the at is till aſcribed. 
to the Metropolitan ( being chief therein, ) as if he 
alone did it. So that when but one Ordaimer of a 
Biſhop is mentioned, regularly, that oze muſt be ta- 
ken for a M2-tropolitan., He tells us alfo, that the 
reaſon of his Confinement, alledged in the Imperial Of- 
der for that purpoſe was, becauſe he was i! conto- 
cating Syzoas 4, and that in thoſe times is taken” tq q ayp.q0,05) 
be the priviledge of a _M:rropo/itas. Bat there needs #1, 82. 
no other proof of it ;. for fmce it is plain by the Ne- Cn WD 
zitie, and acknowledged by the_Dr. that Cyras was © 
a Metropolis,” none will queſtion © hat the* Biſhop of 
it. was'a | Metropolitan. And if Theodore was a. Me+ 
BO rropolitan 


(40) 
fropolitan, theſe eighty” Churches 'will ſhew not the 
extent Of ' Dioceſan, but Metropolitan Power. ' None 
ever doubted but Theodorer was Biſhop'of this City 
-y he himſelf declares it plainly and frequently. 
Ie's faid, he was confined ro Cyrus being Biſhop of that 

c,Ejift. 80. City ©, and that he was confined to hi own. 6 
the s Law, forbidding him to go out of t 

FEgif. 119. bounds of that City f. He ayes, this City was committed 

8 Epi. 37. 42. fo his charge 8, TW iyycnvdow fir min, and firce he was 
the Biſhop- of the -City Cyr«s, that being a Merropolir, 
 Theodoret muſt be the Metropolitan. For if he was 
.only Biſhop zhere, but another and not he there Me. 
rropolitan, there will be two Biſbops in that City ; 
hich muſt in no caſe be admitted againſt the Dy's 
inviolable rule. 

How this will be avoided I know not. But the 
Dy. will have the eighty Churches to be in Theodoret's 
Dioceſe ; and why ſo ? Becaltſe Theodoret mentions the 
Metropolitan he was under. But ſo might any other 
Metropolitan in thoſe parts do, without danger of 


I his Province, For all the Mezropolitans in C.. 


the Dioceſe of the Orient ( wherein, accogding to the 

Notitie of the Empire, there are fifteen Provinces, 

but by the Eccleſfiaftical Notritie many more Metro- 

politans and Arch-biſhops, though divers of them paſs 

as. dumxigeay ) Were under him of Artioch, which Ci- 

iT Jerome calls the ' Metropolis of the Orient ; Ut -Pa- 

"oy Metropalis Ceſarea fit, & tatins Orientis Antio- 

h Advers. Fob. cha h &. bps. Cr "Ions ' fs Eads, punrgomAn Theodoret 
0k Lis faies ( thar having .nuled that Church commitred to 
\aingts”” him at Cyrus twenty ſix. years k. ) he had. Preached 
re "85.514; ix, years under Theodotus Bſbop of Antioch ; thirteen 
81-113." years under , John.z\aud it, was , now the ſeventh year 
ce, Domnus, was ; Arch-biſbop | there\. But | that he 
ras "under .any other Mcrropoliten of Cyras (or. elle- 


: where ) 
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where ) he never _ nor intimates, and when the 
Dy. has inquired fully into it, I doubt not but he 
will find it a groundleſs imagination. 

Since Cyrrhus is acknowledged to be a- Merropolic, 
and thereupon it can no way be denied, but Theodo- 
res the Biſhop of it was a Metropolitan ; this might 
be improved further for our Author's ſatisfaQtion, if 
we could know certainly how many Biſhops were 
in this Province : but for any thing I can yet diſco- 
ver, we muſt be content with conjectures, The Dy. 
tells us from Yiior, that Creſcens had one hundred 
and twenty Biſhops in his Province : in that of Zeagi- 
tans it 1s ſaid there was one hundred fixty four 
Biſhops, afterwards reduced to three, by the ſeveri- 


ties of Genſericws the Vandal ®, In other African Pro- mVi&or. de pers 
vinces there muſt be as many or more, to make up/*Y14aiLib. 


the account we have of the _—_ hundred Biſhops * 
in Africs. If the Biſhops under the Metropolitan - of 
Cyrus, were ſo many as in one of theſe Provinces, and 
eſe eight hundred Churches diſtributed amongſt them, 
the ſhare of each Biſhop would ſcarce be more than 
ſome one of our Pariſhes. Or if the Biſhops there 
weze ſuppoſed to be fewer, yet would their Biſhop- 
ricks be more like ſome Pariſhes, than modern Do- 
CE/ES, 
fe By Cyrus therefore we underſtand the Region a- 
* bout the City, which was under Theodorets care. 

He means the Region, and not the City. But I 
ſuppoſe none elſe will ſee any reaſon ſo to underſtand 
it, fince it cannot be found, .that Cyr; is ever any 
where elſe {o underſtood : Nor that the name of any 
other City doth ſignifie the Countrey and not the 
City. Itis as if it ſhould be ſaid, by Landon we un- 
Jeritand Eſſex, but not the City of London. Cyrus was 


the proper Name of the City (as ſome think, becauſe 
| F it 


n Eyiſt, 81. 
& 79» 
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it was built by -Cyr#2, and: it's calPd by others Cord 


polisY but the Countrey about it had another Name, 


and call'd by Thepaoret Cyrrheſtica'Regio®', as the Dy. 
himſelf obſerves : Beſides, this makes Theodorer , not 
to have been Biſhop of the City Cyr#s, but only of the 
Region about it , which contradiCts Theodoret in many 
latn' Paffages, wherein he' declares expreſly that he 
was Biſhop of that City. Of which before. 
* Theodoret himſelf ſets down the Extent of it, 
© wherein he fayes it was Forty Miles in length, 
© and Forty in breadth. | | mY 
But how doth it appear that this was the Extent of 
T heodoret”s omney bl 'and not of the ' Province? That's 
it which is Queſtioned,. and ſhould. have been proved. 
Seeing there were many confiderable Cities in that 
Province, if each of them had a Diocefe of ſuch Di- 
menſions ( and no Reaſon to think that Cyrw ex- 
ceeded them hexein ) this one Province © will be far 
larger than all, Sy#@ befides. | 
*He faith in another Epiſtle,” that Chriſtianity was 
©*then fo much ſpread among them, * ec. | 
What he fayes concerning the ſpread of Chriſti- 
anity , reſpe&s not that ' Regio» peculiarly, but con- 
cerns the Chriſtian World, ( as will appear to thoſe 
that view it ) though whether it do or no, is not Ma- 
terial. That which he ſeems to. think of more (conſe- 
quence for the overthrowing off My. B.*'s Hypotheſis , he 
thus delivers. © That theſe Villages had Churches 
© and Prieſts ſettled in them nnder the care of the Biſhop, 
© appears from a paſſage in the Life of S$/2zoz, where he 
© ſpeaks of Baſſus viſiting the Parochial Churches,  &c. 
Theodorer ſpeaks not of Baſſws viſiting Parochial 
Churches, but Villages : his Words are, He then Peram- 
bulzted many Villages, inſpetting the Sacred, Perſons ( or 
Prieſts) there.  , the Viſitor who ' made - this 
Peram- 
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Perambulation, was a Monaſtick , and a Refor of 
Monks. Theogoret in the ſame place tell's us, his S»- 
dality conlifted of above two Hundred, which hecalls 
bus proper Flock, 'oncies ayialu, and gives an Account of 
the Rules, he preſcribed. But ſuppoſe Baſſms was a 
Bithop, either theſe Villages which he Perambulated 
were. 11 Theodorer's: Diocele, or no. If they. were in 
bis Dioceſe, then' was there more than one Biſhop in 
one Diocele. If they were not in it, how does this 
ſerve in the leaſt to prove the Extent of Theodorer's 
Dioceſe , which he is here deſigning to manifeſt ? 
Nor -will this prove Baſſws to have been a Dioceſan, 
where ever thoſe Villages were which he vilited. 
There are Re&ors in England, who have many Vil- 
lages in their Paruhes, and ——_— in them, whom 
they may viſit when they pleaſe, yet none take 
them to be Droceſars. . | | 
_ * He faith he had brought Ten Thouſand Marcio- 
<* ziits to Baptiſm, 
_ It is, as he expreſſes it, more than Ten Thouſands, 
but this in all Reaſon muſt be taken indefinitely , 
for wery many, ſeeing in his Epiſtle to Leo, it is but _ 
Thins ii, ies more than a Thouſand 9. And this is more ® =/##. 113. 
like to be the Number in Ezght Villages ( which being 
tainted with the Herelie of Marcion, he reduced to 
the Truth P) than many Myriads ; unleſs he will , £2, ,,, 
have each Village to be more Populous, than the 
Mother: City it ſelf, However Theodoret doth not 
fay that theſe Eight Villages were in his Dioceſe ; and 
he might; think himſelf concern'd: to. reduce them , 
though they were but in his Province. 
+ And we find the Names of many of the Villages 
< in his Lives, as T#lima, &c. Which are ſufficient 
© to; ſhew that Theodorer had . properly 'a Dioceſan 
© Church, &C. DL a.2oe. 4 | 
| F 2 It 


_  »2: ou: SAS LAS AS » US. | £4. IIs $%<o0o RR 


(44) 

It doth not appear in the places cited that all 
tHieſe five were in his Dioceſe, but if there had been 
more than theſe five, or more than the eight foremen- 
tioned, it would not- be ſufficient to ſhew that Theo- 
doret. had properly a Dioceſan Church, unleſs there be 
ſufficient in ſeveral of our Countrey Pariſhes (contain- 
ing as many. Villages,) to ſhew that they are proper- 
ly Dioceſan Churches. Some other Writings than 7 heo- 
doret's. Epiſtles or Lives muſt be made uſe of, if he 
Hopes to make good a Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, like ours, 
in the ancient Church. 

The other point, wherein the Dy. makes uſe of an- 
cient Authorities, is about popular Eleftions. He ſeems 

willing: to maintain, that the people in the ancient 
Church, had not- the power to chyſe their own Bi- 
ſhops, but only to give _ of their good or bad 
lives.. | was Later ing ſurprized at this underta- 
king, and having ſeen fo. clear and full evidence for 
the- peoples priviledge herein, as hath convinced ma- 
ny learned Papiſts. and others, whoſe intereſt ſwayed 
them the other way ; F was ready to think, that 
thoſe. who. would contradict it, might be fuſpeRted, 
either to. want acquaintance with the anciexz Records 
and uſages. of the Church, or fidelity in reporting; 
them. The learned. and ingenuous Dr. is not to be 
ſuſpeRted as. to cither of theſe :- only perſons of fingu- 
lar learning and other accompliſhments, may venture 
fometimes to. defend a Paradox and run againſt the 
Stream ; and if they. can with cogent arguments, detect 
a vulgar. errour:,..the more. common it is, the more 
excellent ſervice wilt they do. But if they bring; 
only” travs again{t'a Torrent, .or.{hew themſelves re- 
folved to ſerve: a particular Intereſt, rather. than to 
uſe impartial judgment, and yield:to evidence; thought 
they may prevail with ſome that. are weak. and: pre- 
| | s ; poſſeſſed 
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poſſeſſed, yet =_ will ſcarce thereby advance their 
Reputation with the truly judicious. However the 
beſt that can be looked for in this cauſe, may be ex- 
peed from-the Dy. and what itis, is now to be con- 
ſidered. 

He layes down ſeveral Obſervations. © The firſt 
& of them is this, That the main ground of the Peo- 
&« ple's intereſt, was founded _ the Apoſtles Ca- 
* non, -that a Biſhop muſt be blameleſs and of good 
© report ®, p. 312, 313. 


This rule of the Apoſtle's was one ground; upon: 


which the peoples tereſt in the choice of their Bi- 
ſhop and other Officers was founded ; but it was 
not the only ground. Cyprian, Chryſoſtome and others, 
conclude it from other »places of Scripture. But this 
might be ſufficient, if there were no other, to found 
their right or power in elefions, For the teſtimeny re- 
quired, was not only of their good or ill behaviour, 
which a Heathen might give ; but ſuch as ſignified 
that they judged them fir and worthy to be, and ſo 
deſired them for, their Officers ; which is not a 
meer declarative teſtimony, but ſuch as is elefive. 
And this will be cleared by the Authors which the 
Dr. cites afterwards. 

&« Pag. 314. And there is a very conſiderable teiti- 
* mony in the Epiſtle of Clemens to this purpoſe, 
« where he givesan account how the Apoſtles, preach- 
«ing through Cities and Countreys, did appoint 
« their firſt fruits, having made a ſpiritual' trial of 
& them, to be Biſhops and Deacons of thoſe who 
< were to believe. 

By the Apoſtles appointing, may be: meant, either 
the n/titutmg of thoſe Offices, and then - it is not for 
the D-r*.s purpoſe ;.or elſe their fxing thoſe Officers 
in particular places. That they fixed Officers = any 

places 


al Tim. 3. 2. 7. 
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places where there were no Chriſtians, is an | Imagi- 
nation which he doth not ſeem to own ; and where 
there was Chriſtians, Clemens tells us afterwaxds, 
how their Officers were appointed, viz. with the ap- 
probation or choice of the whole Church. 

« Here it is plain they were of the | Apoſtles ap- 
&* pointment, and not of the Peoples choice... 16:4. 
This is no way plain, an hundred inſtances might 
be produced of Officers appointed for a People, and 
yet choſen by them. But there needs no more than 
the Dy. helps us to in this very page. - Immediately 
before theſe words, he mentions the fixlt choice : of 
Deacons, and there it is plain and expreſs by the 
Text, that they were choſen by the People, and yet ap- 
pointed by the Apoſtles, And jn the words of Clemens, 
Cited preſently after, Biſhops .are to be choſen, and 
yet allo appointed by the Apoſtles, or other eminent 
_ Nu Dr. __ o_ OO: * There- 
« fore foreſceing theſe things pertectly, they appoint- 
«e the _—_ before ms md If = di- 
© tribution of their Offices with this inſtruction, that 
*as ſome dyed, other approved men ſhould be choſex 
© into their Offices. How and by whom they - are 
to be choſen, the next words expreſs, auwJuuxionc ions 
mis inxauoins , the whole Church having approved them, i. e. 
having ſignihed that they thought them worthy, and 
moſt fit to be their Officers, which includes a 4e- 
fire that they be appointedor ſet over them, This 


declared either when . they are, propoſed by them- 


ſelves or -others, is zhe choice we are concerned for. 


Here *tis manifeſt by Clemens, that this was the Apo- 


ftles pradtice, and that they left order that in after- 
_ Biſhops ſhould be thus appointed, and thus 

choſen. | 
The Dr. makes ſome Obſervations upon this, Teſti- 
mony 
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mony of Clemens, pas. 315. Firſt, © That theſe Ofi- 
«cers of. the Church were not choſen by the Peo- _ 
«ple, but appointed by the Apoſtles, or other great 
«merr- according to their order. 

Whereas by Clemens his words it is plain to the 
contrary, that theſe Oficers of the Church were both 
choſen by the people, and appointed by the Apoſtles, 
and that according to their order. They ordained, 
that their own prattice 2 2ppointins Officers ſhould 


' be followed in after-times, v;z. that as ſome dyed, 


others ſhould be choſen, the whole Church approving 
them, into their Office, and appointed thereto j other 
eminent men. This is the plain import of Clemens 
his words. | 

* 2, Me obſerves, that they - took this courſe on 
«© purpoſe to prevent' the contentions that might hap- 
* pen in the Church, about thoſe who ſhould bear 
« Office 1 it. ; 

The courſe he means is the appointing of Officers, 
without the choice of the People. But this appears 
to be a miſtake, and if it were not ſo, the univer- 
ſal Church both in the beff Ages and many after, did run 
counter to the order of the Apoſtles, made on pur- 

ſe to prevent contentions in the Church. 

« 3, He obſerves, that all that the people had to do, 
© was to give teſtimony, or to expreſs their approba- 
©« jon of thoſe who were ſo appointed. 

But Clemens ſpeaks nothing of a bare __ He 
ſpeaks expreſly of a the peoples approbation as Te- 
quiſite by the Apoſtles order, and this, we have ſhewed, 
imports no leſs than the peoples choice ; and 'this in 
the conſtant ſence and prattice of the Church was 
previous to the ſetling of any Paſtor over them. 
Yet he adds ; © For he could not allow their power of 
« chuſing, ſince he ſayes the 'Apoſtles mn” Ot- 

cers 
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« ficers to prevent the contentions that might happen 


< about it. 
_ "But it doth not appear. that they appointed Offi. 
vers to prevent the contentions in Eledions, nor 
cas it x gg by any . thing Clemens ſayes, but ra- 
ther the 
were both to he roma (or, which 1s all one, cho- 


contrary , ſince he tells us, Officers 


ſen) by the People, and appointed by the Apoſtles. 
And this leaves no ground for his following Suppo- 
ſition, that the © Cauſe of the diſturbance made by ſome 


*< Men in the Church of C:rinth , was becauſe their 


© Officers were appointed by others ,. not choſen by 


" ©themſelves. What pretence could there be for this , 


when according to - the Apoſtles Order, (to which _ 
that Church was conform'd,) no . Olicer yas ap- 


pointed withqut the approbation of the whole Church ? 


* Pag. 316. And this is plaineven from St. Cyprian, 


© where he Diſcourſeth of this'matter, cc. for the 


* force of what St. Cyprian faith, comes at laſt anly to 
© this giving Teſtimony. | 

_ But what if in Cyprian, the Peoples giving Teſti- 
m0ny be no leſs than Chuſing by Sofa e? The Clergy 
had no leſs Intereſt in the Election of a Biſhop than 
the People, yet he expreſſes the Clergies concurrence 
in the Choice, .by their Teſtimony , and the Peoples by 
their Suſfrage Þ. Fattns eſt Cornelius 57 'v og ae 
Clericorum pene omnium Teſtimonio , de Plebis que tune 
affuit Suffragio : Cornelius was made Biſhop by the Teſti- 
mony of almoſt all the Clergy, and by the Suffrape of the 
People that were preſent. And in the ſame place he 
faith, Cornelius was Ordained. both by the Suffraze of the 
Clerpy, and the People. In the very next paſſage, 
cited by. the Drs out of this bleſſed Martyr, there is 
an Iztimotion of a Teſtimony in the Peoples preſence, 
but the Sufraze. of. all is expreſly mentioned, as mos 


ite, 
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ſite, that the Ordination ma ;y be Juſt and Lawful. Take 
1t as the Dy. offers it, pag. 316. that by *© their pre- 
*ſence, either their faults might be Publithed, or their 
© g00d atts Commended ; that ſo it may appear to be 
6 2 Fuſt and Lavful Ordination, which hath been examine# 
* by the Suffrage and Judgment of all. 

To this he adds, the People there  had-a iharein 
© the EleCtion, but it was in matter of Teftimony.con- 
* cerning the good or ill behaviour of the Perſon. 

Itis as plain, as one would deſire it ſhould be 
ſpoken, that the People had ſuch a bare in the EleQions 
as that they were carried by their general Swfrage ; and 
this was 1o neceſſary, that the Ordination of 'a ' Bi- 
ſhop could not appear to be Juſt or Lawful without it. 
If their giving Teſtimony amount to xo leſs, than the 
Peoples Choice by ſuffrage, the Popular Eleftions; 
which are in Queſtion are granted : But if it be /eſs, 
and Cyprian be {aid to allow the People »o more ; vio- 
lence 1s offer'd to his Words, plainly expreſſed , and 
more than once repeated. 

The Original of this Practice ( the People thus 
chuſing their Biſhop ) and tlie univerſal Obſervance 
of it, is next expreſſed. He had faid before that it 
did de Divins Authoritate deſcendere , deſcend to thems 
from Divine Authority , that it was Secundim Divine 
Magiſteria, according to Divine Ediits, Here he ſayes, 
it 15 of Divine delivery and Apoſtolical Obſervance, and 
as ſuch zo be diligently kept and upheld, And for the 
Extent of it, he ſaves, It was Obſerved almoſt through 
all Provinces. He ſpeaks modeſtly , for there might 
be ſome. Provinces which he was not acquainted 
with, -or ſome where Chriſtianity did -not yet-pre- 
vail. - -The .Dr. renders his Words thus:, '* And:theres 
« fore, he:ſaigh ,, It was: almoſt a-general cuſtom 
* among them, and he thinks:came.. down from Ds; 

| | =: Uh wine 
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+.vjive Tradition and Apoſtolieal Priftice, that when any 
People| :wanted a Bithop, *Neighbout Biſhops met to - 
* gether In that place, and the new Biſhop was Cho- 
©*ſen, Plebe prefente,, the People being preſent ( not by 


©-the Votes of the People. ) 


The People being preſent, mot by the Votes of the 
People, as' the -D#.” notes. - But Cypriar had faid a 
little before, that it was Omni Syffrazio, by all their 
Votes; and he fſayes it again in that Period, and the 
very next Words 'to theſe whiclr the Dy. Tranſlates, 

he thought not fit to add them. And 7his 
was :Qbſertved in the Conſecration of their fellow Bi- 
F#vp :Sabinus ; (ſo far the Dr. but Cypriax goes 'on ) 
Ur de univerſ# Fraternitatis Snffragio, that by the Voices 
of all the Brethren, and the Judgment FA the Biſhops 
that were preſent, the Biſhoprick might be conferred on 
him, and hands laid on him inſtead of Belilides. And he 
fayes it in divers other 'Epifles, befides this. He 


declares, Corwelius was made Bifhop, de Plbis Saffra- 


io, by the Votes of the People , and that he was Or- 
Hained, Cleri > Plebis Suffragio, by the Suffrape of the 
Clergy and the People © He tells his own People, that 
thofe who were againſt his being Biſhop, were avainſt 
their Suffrage ( which he elſewhere Styles, Dzivina 
Saffragia) and againſt the Tudament of God 4. 
© Where he doth expreſs the Conſent of the People, 
&but he requires the Judement of the Biſhops, 
He exprefles the Conſent of the People declared by 
their Votes, as previous to the Ordination, and the 
way whereby S4abizwus came to be Biſhop. - And where- 
as the: Dr.;:ſcems tointimate, that Jap ment was more 
than: Conſent | if it' was wore, yet was4t not thought 
too mich Xor the People.” 'In this EpijHle it, 1s ſaid to be 
of Divine aAwhorisy , "that the Bibop be-Uhoſen" in the 
preſence iof all, and ugprovedt by the Pablick IE as 
| worthy 
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worthy and fit for the: Office ; and afterwards, that 
the Ordination' may be Juſt) awd Lawful, he (ayes, it is 
to be examined by the Judement of all. Vid. Ep. 41. 

« St, Cyprian and the African Biſhops, who.. writ 
« this Epiſtle-to the People, ſay, That it belonged 
6 chiefly to; them. to chuſe the good, and refuſe the bad, 
« which is the ſtrongeſt Teſtimony in Antiquity for 
« the Peoples Power. +4 

It, is a ſtrong and clear Teſtimony , and in Truth 
all the Dy.'s attempts to weaken it, have made it 
appear ſtrowger to me than it did before. There's no 
fear but it will ſtand firm and unmoved, whoever would 
ſhake it ; when the attaques of a. Perſon of ſuch ex- 
cellent Learning and other Abilities can make no 
more impreſſion on it, 

But let us view tiz* particulars he thinks fit to be 
conſidered. © 1. It was in a caſe where a Biſhop had 
&« yoluntarily. reſigned. 

But the Rule laid down by. Cyprian and his Col- 
legues is general, aſſerting the Power of the People 
in all Caſes, for chuſing ſuch as were worthy , and- re- 
jeiting the unworthy. 

« >. Another Biſhop was put into his -room , not 
« by the Power-of the People,. but by 'the Judgment 
« and Ordination 'of the Neighbour:Biſhops. | 

It is as plain as can be ſpoken, that Sabinus was 
put into the room of Baſi/ides, not only by the Judg- 
ment and Ordination of the Biſhops', but alſo by z 
Power of the . Peoples Votes , de nniverſs Fraternitatis 
Suffragio. Nay, the African Fathers determine , chat 
the People have moſt of all this Power , Plebs maxime pos 
teſtatem habet, &c. | 

«2, They hed the judgment of a: whole Council of 
&« 4frican. Bubops for their deſerting him, ©  .. +] 
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And-we have in this Epitle the judgment, not only 
ef Cyprian, but of a whole Council of Africa» Biſbops, 
| both for the powex and manner of the peoples chuſing ; 
the devine authority for it, and the aniverſality of 
the praftice ; and. alſo for their Power of deſerting 
thols Biſhops which deſerved it. The Names of above 
thirty of thoſe Biſhops are prefixed to this Epe/#e. ; 

« 4. For a notorious matter of fa&, viz. Idolatry 
& and* Blaſphemy, by his own confeſſion. 

The rule of the African Fathers is general, and not 
confined to this particular caſe, nor the grounds of 
it ; but extends to _ ary other wickedneſs, which 
may. render Biſhops: unworthy to be owned. 

&« 5. All the proof which St. Cyprian brings for 
&« this, doth amount to no more than that the Peo- 
« ple were moſt concerned to give teſtimony as to the 
« 200d or bad lives of their Biſhops, 

Cyprian and the Council of Biſhops with him, prove 
what they ſay concerning the power of the people in 
this matter ; and they /ay not only that the people 
are to be preſent when a Biſhop is to be i 
and to give teſtimony concerning his good or ill de- 
portment ;.but alfo that their coxſext- is requilite ; 
their Judgoncns is to be interpoſed in examining, and ap- 
proving {uch as 'are offer'd; and that they have the 
Cn power in chuſing and rejeiting Biſhops ; and 
that. >—inag = k = made by = ns Votes 
aud [nffrage, that fo. the ordination of a Biſhop may be 
parte rf and judge they are.lead to this by Goin 
Adthorey. © This is. evideat by. the Syzodical Epiſtle 
and 'the: Premiſes, Now. let any that are impartial, 
and are not willing to be lead into. miſtakes, judge 
whether. this: amount. to no more, than- only the: peo- 
ples giving -1&//mony concerning the. good - or . bad lives 
of  'their Biſhops : This 15.:n0 more than the — 

, ad 
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had liberty to do in the ordinations of Biſhops, and 
can any one imagine that all the expreſſions in this 
Epiſtle, concerning the power and priviledge of Chri- 
ſtians in the choice of thoſe Paffors who were en- 
truſted with their Souls, amount to no more than 
what i»fide[s might challenge in reference to Chriſti- 
an Biſhops ? In'another caſe one would be apt to think, 
that he who thus repreſents azcient Authors, did not 
take the courle to be be truſted in reporting matters 
of pu, But in this caſe, I would not give 
way to ſuch a thought, but honour the Dr. more, , 
than he hath done himſelf in this buſineſs. 

Biſhop Bilſoz, a very learned Prelate, who was 
little more a friend to popular EleCtions than the 
Dy. (and had produced as much againſt them as 
any, Bellarmine not excepted, if not all that others . 
have made uſe of ſince.) yet was ſo ingenuous as to 
yield that in antiquity, which cannot modeſtly be - 
denyed. © The fulleſt words, (ſayes he) that the 
« Greek Anthors uſe for all the parts of Elzdion, as . 
© to Propoſe, to Name, to Chuſe, to Decree, are in the 
* fories Eccleſiaſtical applyed to the people. And af- 
« terwards thus : So that in the Primitive Church, the 
« people did Propoſe, Name, Elef# and Decree, as-well 
«as the ors ; and though the Presbyters had more - 
« $kill to judge, yet the people had as much Right 
«to chuſe their Paſtor, and if the moſt part of them 
« did agree, they did carry it from the Clergy © rc. © Poet. Go 


ern. of the 


Alexander Severus , in propoſing the names of his (14,7 ks 
Officers to the People, to hear what they had ' top. 359. 550. . © 
objeQ againſt them, did but imitate pare of the Chri- 
fans praQice, and a ſmall part of 1t too, and what 
was not the peculiar priviledge -of Chriſtians ; for 
Heathens had the like liberty , and. their objeCQti- 
ons might be heard in reference to the Candidates for 


Church 
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Church Offices. And therefore it: is no-wonder, if xo 
mas can hence imagine that the people had power to make 
the: Goverrours of Roman. Provinces. But it the peo- 

le of theſe Provinces. had obtained as. much . power 
to chuſe thoſe. Governonrs,, as the Chriſtians had to 
ele&t their Biſbops, and the Emperouy could have no 
more. declined whom they. had choſen 4n one: caſe, 
than the Ordainers could in .the- other ; the. former 


might as well have been faid to ' make their Gower - 


zours, as the latter are ſaid to. make their Riſbops. 
With Chryſoſtome they are, Ti Ira: wem Tw mulw f. And 
in Epiphanius, & nui——thnixs iavrois xd)anlkerrs, they 
make b, ſhops for themſelves, 1 

Origen fath nothing, either in the Words as they are 
cited, or as-indeed they are in the Homily, againſt 
EleCtions by the People de jure or de fatto ; nor any 
thing which ſignifies that the People of Chriſt - had no 
more to do in the choice of their Paſtors, than' meerly 
giving a Declarative Teſthmony, ſuch as the Heather 
were allowed to give, and therefore I wave it. 

« The 24, Conliderable is, that the People upon this 
« Aſſuming the Power of Elections cauſed great di- 
& {turbances and diſorders in the Church. | 

The People Aſſumed not the Power of Eleitions at 
any-time which can be aſligned after the- beginnin 
of Chriſtiapity ; they had it at firff. It the People too 
to themſelves any Power herein, which was not their 
proper Right, they Uſurped it, and the Uſurpation 


+ 4$;to, be charged,, not upon the,People, alone, but the 
'xvhole Church; for both Clergy and People concur- 


red 11 thoſe -E/:#ions, and made account they had 
Apoſtolical Warrant, for it, and were taught ſo to do, 
by Cyprian, and others of the Ancients, That it was 
ne practice of the Church eyery where for the Peo- 
ple to Chuſe their,own Poſters, is evident by thoſe 

In- 
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inſtances which are here brought againſt it ; for there 
could be- no diſturbances or diſorders in their Choice , 
if they did not Chuſe. And the d;/urbances and di/- 
orders Obje&ted , when duly weighed, can raiſe no 
prejudice againſt the univerſal practice of the Church, 
nor will be any juſt occaſion to deprive the People 
of that Power which was by them exerciſed ; and 
is acknowledged by the Ancient Church to be their 
Right for ſo many Hundred Years, without any at- 
tempt to diveſt them of it ; though they were well 
acquainted with any diſorders that fell out in the. 
exerciſe thereof. 

There is evidence that this was the praQtice of the- 
Church for-above a Thouſand Years after Chr;f, there 
are about Ten -inftances of diſorders therein, great and 
ſmall, for ſo many Ages. Now if every order and: 
uſage, though of 4po#olical Inſtitution or allowance, 
ſhould be exploded, becauſe of ſome. diforder hap- 

ing about it once -in a Huxared Years; what 
would be left ns that is Primitive or Ancient ? 

But here we have but Four in#axces of any diſturbance 
or diſorders about Popular EleCtions that are confi- 
derable in this Caſe ; the reſt he thinks not worthy 
of much notice; or fit to be inſiſted on: And ſo they 
are huddled up without giving us the Words of his 
Authors , or ſuMcient Direction where to find divers 
of them. As for the Four which he makes and gives 
more account of, there are ſome miſtakes about rhem, 
(ſuch as I never Obſerved the Dy. to be liable to in 
any other Canſe,) which ſet right, the inſtances will. 
not be Serviceable-to his purpoſe. 

« He begins ' with the diſorders at Avrizch thus, 
ys P4gs 318.  Enſebires reprelehts the . diſorders at-..An- 
* ti0ch to have- been: ſo- great in the City , upon.the 
« Choice of -a New Biſhop , by! the diviſions . of - the 

þ . : Cc People. 
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« People, that they were like to. have ſhaken the 
« Emperours kindneſs to the Chriftians, &c : And af- 
«ter much trouble to the Emperour, and many meet- 
<.;ngs of - Biſhops, at laſt Eu#athius was Choſen. 
Eniathins was not Choſen at the end of thoſe trou- 
bles, but being Choſex peaceably long before, his De- 
Poſition was the beginning of them ; nor was he ever 
after, there Choſen or Reſtored. He was Depoſed 
by a Synod of Arian Biſhops at Antioch, under a pre- 
tence - an he was a Sabellian ( as the Arians were 
wont to Brand thoſe, who oppoſed their Hereſie ) ſo 


h Lb. 1; C23, Socrates ®, Thoſe of that Fa#ion in the Town would 


have Choſen / in the place of Eu#athivs, wrong- 
fully ejefted.) Exſebinus Pamphilus, then Biſhop of Ce- 
ſarea, whom they took to be of that Perſwaſion ; and 
ſo violent and irregular were their proceedings there- 
in, not only to the diſturbing of the Civil Peace, 
but violating the Conſtitutions of the Church, / offer- 
ing to Chuſe one who was Biſhop of another Place ; 


i Euſeb.de vitzaS the Emperour ſignifies |, ) that all the diſturbance 


Conſtantin. 
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means, helets us got underftand.; The, firft,was abour 


may be juſtly imputed to them, as Agoreſſors, thruſt- 
ing out him who had the Right, and ſtriving to 
force in him who could have none. Now is it fair, 
to make uſe of the violent attempts. of the Arians , 
Enemies of the Church and the common Faith ; to 
derive Odium upon the praCtice of the Carholick 
Church ? | : 
* The next is at Ce/area, Grezory Nazianzen ſets 
« forth the mighty unrulineſs of the People of Cz/a- 
*rea-in the Choice of their Biſhop , ſaying, it came 
* to a dangerous Seditjon , and .not ealig to be ſup- 
x. preſled,: &c. pa7. 318, J19., — —— ” oÞ ©: 
We. find two hot Conteſts in Elections there, one 
immediately after the other : whether of them he 


the 


(57) 
the Choice of  Eu/ebizs. Nazianztn ( who alone is 
ſaid to complain of the mighty wnrulineſs 'of the Peo- 
ple ) fayes no worle of it in the iſſue than this, that 
they proceeded indeed ot wery orderly, ; nav wrixms, 
but wery faithfully and zealouſly*, and thereby ſignifies - —_— 
how horribly Sedirious it was in his account. And 
his Father, the Sexior Gregory, Bilhop of Nazianzum, 
juſtifies rhe ACtion in Lezrers to. the Governour as 
regular, and acceptable to God, and defends what they 
did as, ps x Jrgivs, done rightly and juſtly! The 11ido4e-310. 
other Conteſt was in the Choice of Baſ#/, and he, 
juſtly ſtyled a Perſon of incomparable worth, carried it, 

- though with ſome difficulty { the Rulers and the 
worſt of the People joining with them, making ſome 
oppoſition. ) There was no need to have reckoned 
theſe among the mt dangerous Seditions , they might 
have been paſſed by , but only that Nazianzen com- 
plains ſo much of rhe inconvenience of Popular EleQi- 
ons, that he wiſhed them alter'd, and the Eleftions brought 
ro the Clergy, as the Dy. tells us. Some obſerve that 
Nazianzen had ſometimes Wiſhes, which would now 
be counted odd and untoward. Once he Wiſhed that 
there were no Epiſcopal Preemimence, nO mexdeis, b 
which that Preeminexce is moſt commonly expreſſed, 
both by himſelf and others =. Another time he was m 02. :2, 
ready to Wiſh there were no Synods of Biſhops, and 
was reſolved, for his part, zever to come at any , ha- 
wvino never ſeen axy. good Iſſue of them. But he was 

* a very excellent Perſon , and ſhould not be wronged. 

He did not Wiſh, what is here ſaid, That Elections 
might be brought to the Clergy ( that is, the Clergy 
alone; that muſt be the meaning, or elſe he is made 
to Wiſh for that, which he had already ) he would 
not have the Power lie 'in them ozly, but in thew 
and rhe Seleff and more — part of the "People ; 
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T6 yin » xaveperd]o ) neither 1n both theſe only, but 
in them only, or chiefly, 3 *r1 pddica, ®, | | 

. The Third Inſtance hath no leſs of miſtake in it, 
or rather more, ſuch as renders it wholly imperti- 
nent. . *It is a Sedition at Alexandria. Evagrius 
« faith, The Sedition at Alexandria was intolerable , 
* upon the diviſion of the People between Dioſcorus 
«* and Proterizs, the People riling againſt the Magi; 
« ſtrates and Souldiers who endeavoured to keep 
« them in order, and at laſt they Murther'd ' Prore- 
© rius, Pap. 319. 

* But this Sedition was not raiſed at the EleCtion of 
Proterins, who ſucceeded Droſcorms, but after he was 
Inſtalled, and Confirmed, by the common Suffrage of 
a meeting at Alexandria% No part of the Tumult 
but was ſome time after this , but the moſt Tragical 
part, when Proterizs was Murther'd, was Five or Six 
Years after. And ſhall up 0m Elefions be decryed 
upon the' account of a Sedition whereof nothing ap- 
peared at the Ek#ion? Belides, thoſe who moved 
Sedition and committed the ſaid outrages, were Ene- 
mies of the Council of Chalcedon, and of the Faith then 
maintained againſt Extyches, Theſe were the chief 
Ators, and the Incendiaries were Timotheus Alurms ETD 


ſome Biſhops and Monks, who upon that account 


F Idem ibid. 8. 


had ſeparated from 'the Carholick Church, -as the 
Egyptian Biſhops and Clergy ſhew in their Narra- 
tive ſent to, Leo the Emperour y, Now ſhall the Peo- 
ple who adhere, to-the. common Faith ſuffer in their 
Power or Liberty, becauſe ſome Heretieks in oppo- 
ſition .to them doat outragiouſly ?. '. _* 

« He proceeds to. another at Rome upon the Choice 
* of Damwaſis , which came to 'Bloodſhed. for ſeveral 
*dayes, and js particularly related, "by. Aramianis 
« Martellipis,'%C. * LL SSS 24. 3. 
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Ammianus in the Book cited, diſcovers the riſe and 
ground of that outragious ation, to which it may be 
truly aſcribed, and without which the ele&ion might 
have been as orderly and innocent, as in other places. 
After he had deſcribed this Church Tragedy, in which 
a hundred thirty ſeven perſons were ſlain, he adds, 
I cannot deny conſidering the pomp and bravery at Rome, 
but thoſe that aſpire to that ( Fiſhoprick ) ſhould with 
all their might #trive to attain it, ſince having com- 
paſſed it, they will be at once enriched Matronarum oblati- 
onibus, with the oblations of Matrons, carried abroad in 
Chariots, ſpeciouſly attired, and faring JH deliciouſly , that 
their Fes are more than Princely, 1o that the riches, 
ſtate, and pleaſures wherewith the Chair at Rome ac- 
comodated thoſe Biſhops, incited them to make their 
way to it with all the force they could engage, 
though they could not paſs but through blood and 
ſlaughters. Then he ſubioyns, they might have been 
happy (and fo avoided this and other miſeries) if deſp+ 
fing this grandeur , they would have imitated the Biſhops 
in the Provinces, whoſe poor fare, and mean habit, and 
humble lowly carriage, commended them both to God and 
good men. The Tmallneſ and poorneſs of the Bi- 
Jho ricks 1n other places, ſecured them from ſuch ſcan- 
dalous proceedings, and temptations to them. We 
hear no complaints of any outrages or irregularities 
in eleCtions to ſuch Biſhopricks, nor to any that were 
of the ancient and primitive form and ſtate." Not 
one inſtance is eoughs for three hundred years - af- 
ter Chri#, of 'any ſuch diſorders in the Choice of 
Biſhops. But as Biſbopricks tranſgreſſed the ancient 
bounds, and ſwelled bigger and bigger , diſtempers 
increaſed accordingly, and had their paroxyſms' now 
and then, ſuch as this at Rome.” Theſe are not +- 
tural to eleQtions by the people; their order \and mmo- 
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cexce for ſo many Ages, ſhews it, but accidepral, 
and occaſions! ;; and when the diſorders are aſcribed - 
to. their true and proper Cauſes and occaſions, theſe 
elections will be acquitted. When the World was let 
into the Church, and the Church caſt into the model 
of the .Empire, no wonder , if, the Charch-men ated 
where. they had temptations, and would have others 
act like the men of this World. 

But are theſe tolerable inconveniencies? The worſt 
of them are no wayes in the ature of the thing, 
but occaſioned by accidents forreign to it, and ſuch 
as may fall out in. the beſt inſtitutions the Church 
has and obſerves; and how ixtelerable ſoever they 
may ſeem, the ancient Church thought it more - in- 
Oaks to exclude the people from the: liberty of 
chuſing. 

What is alledged. out of Chry/oftome, Jerome, and 
Origen, with ſome reflection upon the people, 1 need 
not examine, unleſs it were of more moment. IF it 
be not applicable to thoſe who fucceed the people 
it this power; yet did not theſe excellent 'perſons 
think it a ſufficient 4857 to decry the current ws 
and. /exſe of the Church, by which popular eleCtions 
were upheld and maintained, both in. their times and 
long atter. . -. 

Come - we to. the zhird thing he will have us 
conſider, © paz. 320. To prevent theſe inconvenien- 
«cies many Biſhops were appointed, without the 
* Choice of. the people, D. 1 Canons were made 
<« for: the; regulation of .elettions. In. the Church. of 
&© Alexandria, the Choice of the Biſhop belonged to 
* the. twelve Presbyters, who was to be choſen not 
© only 8+ of the. twelve \Presbyters, but þ&y them. 
For this Jerome, Severus, &c. are cited. - t 

But. Jerome did:not{ay, that the Biſhop was cho- 


{ſen 
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ſen by the Presbyters, but out of them, Unum ex [ce 
( not 4 /e ) eledtum Epi op nominabant 9, Nor doth q=i6. a4 
Severus, as he is cited, ſay that it belonged to the ©**" 
Presbyters aloze. And if there be no evidence that 
they did it a/oze, we need not be folicitous about 
what Elmacinus ſaith concerning its original or con- 
tinuance. The alteration which Hilary ſpeaks of, 
concerns not thoſe who were to chuſe, but thoſe our 
of whom the Biſhop was to be choſen. Formerly one 
of theſe Presbyters was to be eleCted, but now the 
moſt deſerving perſon might be choſen, whether of 
that body or not. So he not ſpeaking of any change 
made as to the EleFors, for any thing he ſayes, the 
ſame perſons who did chuſe in his time, did: ſo be- 
fore; and the EleQtors in that age were not only the 
Presbyters, but both Clergy and people, not in other 
Churches alone, but this particularly of Alexandria, 
as appears by the eletion of Athanaſius, Peter and 
othgr Biſhops there, made {age 73 a8 manic, COIN 

'But though that of Jerome, on whom the reſt ci- 18 * 
ted depend, will not ſerve to prove the /ole power of 
Presbyters to chule ; yet it may be a proof of their 

wer to do ſomething greater, wiz. to ordain their 
Biſhops. And this uſe is made of it by very learned 
perſons, and particularly ( not-to mention the moſt 
excellent Primate Uſber ) by D. St *. whom we may *©9*948-273-. 
ſee arguing it, /ike himſelf, with learning and judge- 
ment. 

He ſeems not unwilling that what the counterfeit 
Ambroſe ſpeaks of the Boop dying, and. the next in 
courſe ſucceeding, ſhould paſs for a particular conceit 
of that Author ; and with more reaſon may it fo 
paſs, if he would have the zext ſucceed though ot 
worthy; or the people no way; to, interpoſe their 
judgment concerning luch #zvorrbineſs.,.: But - of -this 
he-expreſles nothing, <Hz 


(62) 


He proceeds, pay. 321. © We find the Biſhops con- 
«'{ecrating others in ſeveral Churches, without any 


<« mention of choice made by the People. 


But this is no tolerable arguing, there is mo menti- 
on of any, therefore there was none. Otherwile where 
a Biſhop is ſaid to be made, and no mention made 
of any Ordination, but only'of EleQion by the People, 


1t might be concluded that a Biſhop had zo Ordina- 
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tion. As when Nazianzen ſpeaks of Athanaſins's coming 
to the Chair at Alexanaria by the Votes of all the People, 
without mentioning his Ordination * ; and when Je- 
rome ſpeaks of a Biſhop eleQed by the People, with- 
out -any mention of his Ordination ®, would it | be 


"thought tolerable to inferre from hence that a Biſhop 


was. made without Ordrnation? Or when one is faid 
to be conſtituted Biſhop of a Church, without men- 
tion either of Eleion or Ordination, doth it follow that 
he was made Biſhop there without either ? An hun- 
dred Inſtances hereof may be found: in Es/ebiury the 
Author cited ; but we need go no further than' the 
very place which the Dy. makes uſe of. Euſebirs 
{ayes, that Germanio ſucceeded Dims in the Biſhoprick 
at Jeruſalem, and after him Gordins, in whoſe time 
Narciſſas returned * ; he mertions no Ordination or 
Election of either. And Alexander was ſettled Biſhop 
there, by the deſires and Importunity of the People, 
encouraged therein by Revelation, but no mention of 
his Ordination ; only it is faid, the People did it with 
the common conſent of the Biſhops thereabouts *, 

__ * Severus Brſhop of Milevs in his | Life-time ap- 
© pointed his Succefſour, and acquainted the Clergy 
* with it, but ot the People, great diſturbance was 
<« feared thereupon, &c. 


+ , For a Biſhop to'appoint his Succeſſour 'was both 


againſt the ordigary: prattice and rites of the- ancient 
FE” Church, 
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Church, It is prohibited by divers Synods, and par- 


ticularly by that at Antioch ®, But Sewexws COmmit- a Can. 23. in 


ted another errour, not acquainting the People with it, 
and this was like to be of dangerous conſequence, 
thereupon great diſturbance was feared. St. Auitin him- 
ſelf ſhews his diſlike of this Omifſion ; Minus aliquid 
fattum erat , unde nonnulli contriftabantur., Somethi 
was neglected, at which divers were grieved. And what 
was that ? Ad Populum non et locutus , He {pake not 
to the People of it. But. Au#iz coming amongſt them, 
took care to make up this defect, by prevailing with 
the People for their conſent and approbation, as him- 
ſelf tells us ; otherwiſe Severus might have been de- 
feated of his deſigned Succeſſour. St. Aui#tin would 
not run into ſuch a Miſtake, but when he deſired a 
Succeſſour, calls the People together, propounds Era- 
ains, and obtains .for him a fair Elefion by the. People, 
with their Subſcriptions, gnifying their approbation 
of him, and that they willed and defired what Auitin 
jen as appears by divers Expreflions in that. 
Epiſtle b. 

o So Paulus the Novatian Biſhop at Con#antinople, 
* 2ppointed his Succeſſor Marcianu, to prevent the 
« Contentions that might happen after his death, and 
« got his Presbyters ta conſent to it. 

But the deſigned Succ:ſſour was neither ordained, 
nor admitted till the People had declared their deſire 
and approbation of him ; that #, till they had choſen 
him. For three dayes after the death of Paulus, the 
Paper wherein he expreſſed his deſire that Marciar 
ſhould ſucceed him, being 'opened before the People 
(a great multitude) they all with one voice declare aloud 
that he was worthy ; which amounts to no leſs than 


an unanimousTthoice of him ©. -And #fter this Marciaz ©. 
Lib.7. Cap..46+ 


being found, out, be was prdained and -inſtalled, on 
| | that 


Code 102, 
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that the Novarians, though on another account they 


paſs for Schiſmaticks; yet are not” found, no, not in 
this ſingular Inſtance (of a Biſhops deſigning his Suc- 
ceſſour) to vary from the praCtice of the Catholicks, 
in admitting the people to chuſe their own Pa#or. 

"Thus far we can find no evidence, that either for 
the preventing of ſuppoſed Inconveniencies or other ac- 
counts, any Biſhop was ſettled in a Church without 
the Choice of the People. Let us- next ſee what Ca- 
0u5 were made for the regulation of Elettions lo as to 
bereave the People of this Priviledge, or diminiſh 
their Power. 

* The Greek Canoniſts are of opinion that the 
& Council of Nice took away all Power of Eleftion 
* of Biſhops from the People, and gave it to the Bi- 
« ſhops of the Province. 

Thoſe Canoniſts ( if any beſide Bal/amo ) were 
herein greatly. miſtaken, as moſt learned men judge 
and prove ; nor do I think the Dy. is of another 
mind. If he had thought the reaſous of this conceit 
to be of any force, he would have produced them. 
That this Council was far from a>” if wo the People 
from the Power of chuling their Biſhops, is appa- 
rent enough by their Synodical Epiitle to thoſe of 
Alexandria and Egypt, where they declare their judg- 
ments, that if any Biſhops deceaſe, others reconciled 
to the Church may be admitted in their room, if 
they be worthy, x, 3 1aG- aigein, and the People do chaſe 
them 1. £ 

«Ir is: apparent from the Council -of Antioch, tha 
*« Biſhops were. ſometimes conſecrated without the 
* conſent of the People, for it doth ſuppoſe a 
© Biſbop after \conſearation may not .be received by 
< his People. + .,_ : 

The queſtion is not, whether the Eleftion went be- 


fore 
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fore the Ordination or followed, but whether any Bi- 
ſhop might have the Chair, and be poſſeſſed of the 
Biſhoprick without the Peoples Content. This Ca- 
non doth not ſuppoſe that hi might, but rather on 
the contrary ; It plainly ſignifies, that the People might 
refuſe a Biſhop after he was conſecrated ; he in that 
caſe, by the Caron he may retain the Hoxour and 
Office, but the Place he comes not at. For that was 
a rule in the ancient Church religiouſly obſerved, and 
the violation of it counted intolerable ; Sicut antiqui 
Canones decreverunt, nullus invitis detur Epiſcopus ©; As | _ 4 
the ancient Canons have decreed, let mo Biſhop 
offer'd to the People "without their Conſent. Such 
Ordinations of Biſhops. whom no Church deſired , 
were not uſual, but by the Council of Chalcedon they 
are plainly forbid, and declared to be Nullities e. f Can. 6. 

Out of 'another Caoz he would {hew that the Con- 
ſecration of a Biſbop, was not then performed in his own 
Church. 

It was ſo by ancient Cuſtom, as Cyprian declares, 
and alſo by later Canons, the Biſhop was to be ordained 
among his own Peoples, Whether it be ſo or no by thisg Con. Aur. 4. 
Canon is not material, ſince Eledions by the People <® # 
are not at all concerned in it. 

&* Gregory ſubſcribed at Antioch, as Biſhop of Alexan: 
<* 4ria, beforc ever he. went thither. 

The way wherein Gregory proceeded to that Biſhop- 
rick, is utterly condemned by the moſt eminent Biſhops 
in all parts, that were not Arians ; particularly in the 
Weſt by Julizs at Rome h, in the South by Athanaſius Þ 4214 Atha- 
of Alexanaria', in the Ea by Nazijanzen*, It was an ; Eff —_— 
irregular and turbulent a&t. of the Arians, ſuch were & ad 0rth.»4. 
they who at Antioch made Grezory Biſhop, and' then 97% 21+ 
ſent him with Military Power' to Alexanaria, to take 
poſſeſſion by force of Arms, and expell the- great Arha- 
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naſins. If inftances had not been very ſcarce, this would 


F572. 1.79, have been waved. 


C. 10, 11, 


* So St. Baſi/ mentions his Conſecration of Euphro- 
« zius to be Biſhop of Nicopolis, without any conſent 
& of the People betore. , 
If St. Bafi/ did conſtitute Exphronius without the 
previous conſent of the People, which was not uſual ; 
et he did not offer to ſettle him in the Chair, till 
he had gained the conſent and Approbation of the 
Synod and People, as the Dr.*s words ( but he per- 
wades the Senate and whe! go to accept of him,) do plain- 
ly ſignifie. But indeed St. Baſ#/ doth not ſay, that 
his conſecrating .of Euphronins to be Biſhop of Nico- 


. polis, was without any conſent of the People before, 


( though the Dy. would have it ſo, ) nor find I any 
thing in that Epiſtle to prove it. Bafi/ there ſignifies 
the contrary when he faith, The People judged him 
worthy, and the Biſhops conſented, ( dw tha 2, ture ih. 
mudozre, x, tutis omHiuete,) Which imports that the Peo- 
ple firſt declared their approbation and deſire of him, 
and thereupon the Biſhops conſented to ordain him. 
Its true, -he faith, what the Governours:do in Church 
Aﬀairs, have their Confirmation ( barre) from the 
People, and fo wiſhes them zo receive the Biſhop given 
them. But a Biſhop was ordinarily given them, 5. e. 
ordained for them, upon their antecedent deſire to 
bave it ſo.” This the Dr. knows, and ſignifies in the 
next words, 

*« If the People did agree upon a Perſon to be Bi- 
<« ſhop, their way then was to Petition the Metropo- 
& [tay and his Syzod, who had the full Power thkee 
« to allow, or refuſe him. 

The uſual way. was, after Synods were ſettled 
by Rule Ff as they were. in the Fourth Age ) for the 
People when they wanted a Biſhop, to meet toge- 


ther 
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ther, and Chuſe one whom they thought fit, by 
unanimous Conſent, or the Major Vote of the Clerg 
and People ; and then to draw up a Writing ra. 
the Subſcriptions of the Electors, called by the Latires 
Decretum, and by the Greeks vig:0us, and ſending this 
to the Synod, thereby ſignified whom they had Cho- 
ſen, with a deſire that he might be ordained ; which 
done, the Conſecrators, Metropolitan or other Bi- 
ſhops, had »9 Poner at all to refuſe the Perſon 
EleQted, if he was duly qualified ; and in caſe he was 
not, they had »o Power to put another upon them , 
but only to adviſe them to proceed to the Choice of 
another, as might be made manifeſt by unqueſtiona- 
ble Authorities =, Yea ſuch deference had they for m Greg.1i4.6. 
Eleftions by the People, that if they had Choſen, mo Fre 
one who was ancapable by the Canons, if the in- Ep. go. Diſc62« 
capacity could. any way be removed, the EleQi- "5: 
on was allowed, and the Ordainers proceeded up- 
on it. This is evident in the EleQtion of Ey/ebizs, at 
Ceſarea, and Nefarius at Conſtantinople, and Am- 
broſe at Millan ; who were Choſen by the People to be 
Biſhops in the places mentioned, not only before they 
were Ordained, but before they were Baptized , yet 
the Eleftions ftood good, and being Baptized firſt , 
and after Ordained , they were admitted to thoſe 
Biſhopricks. | 
<« It is evident from the Twelfth Caxon of Laod;- 
© cea, that although all the Pegple choſe a Biſhop, 
« if he intruded himſelf into the Poſſeſſion of his See, 
& without the Conſent of a Provincial Syzad, he was 
« to be turned out or rejected by them. Which 
«ſhews how much the buſineſs of Eliions was 
« brought into the Biſhops Power in the Eaſtern parts, 
I find nothing of this in th4+ or any other Canon 
of that $ynod , but there - ſome ſuch thing in the 
2 Six 
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S;xteenth Canon of the Council at Antioch, and the 
reaſon of it was, leſt an unworthy Perſon ſhould 
intrude into a Biſhoprick , the Synod was firſt to be 
fatisfied of his ſufficiency ; but then if he was found 
qualified according to the Canons, the Synod had no 
power to with-hold him from thoſe by whom he 
was Choſen, nor to Chuſe another for them if they 
judged him uncapable. Thus the buſinels of Eledtions 
was no more brought into the Biſbops Power in the 
Eaſtern parts ( where he intimates their Power here- 
in was greateſt, ) than the buſineſs of Ordinations 
was brought into the Peoples Power ; for if the, Bj- 
ſhops coul -* him by who was unworthy, though 
the People had Choſe him ; ſo the People might re- 
fuſe him whom the Biſhops Conſecrated, if they were 
not fatisfied in him ; nay more, for the Biſhops Power 
was limited to the Cale of the Candidates inſufficien- 
*cy, but the People might refuſe a Perſon commend- 
ed by the Biſhops as ſufficient, if they. did not like 
him on other accounts. The conſequence of Ordain- 
ins One for the People, or putting one upon them 
whom they deſired not ; was intolerable in the judg- 
ment of the Ancient Church. Leo, a Biſhop of great- 
eft Reputz.cion in his time, thus expreſſed it. Nullus 
anvitis,' & now petentibus ordinetur , Let -no Biſhop be 
Ordained for thoſe who are unvillins , and do not defire 
him. And the Reaſon wherewith he inforces it , is 
very conſiderable ;'fince it” is not only -an Argument 
for thofe times, but extends to all ages, and leaves -it 
not zolerable at any time, Ne plehs invita Eniſcopune 
non optatum aut contemnat aiit oderit, & fiat minus re- 
\ Epc 84; c: 5. Hoof a quam convent, cui nou licuerit habere quem voluit " ; 
Le# the People not conſenting, ao either contemn or hate 
a Biſhop whom they defire not.; and” become Iſs Relegi- 
ous than they fbould' be, when they. way (not have ſuch P 


6ne as they 'wonld have. Let 
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- Let me only add, that thoſe who have. any te- 
ſpe& for Modern: Biſhops, ſuch as get Poſſeſſion of 
their Sees, -without regard: either of the Peoples Choice 
or the Conſent of 'a Provincial Synod, ought to be- 
ware of this Canon ; ſince it leaves them no more 
Title to any Epiſcopal Chair, than Baſianms and Ste- 
phanus had to that:at Epheſus, when upon this ac- 
count, they were, ejected by the Sentence of the Fa- 
thers at Chaledon, and the greateſt Council that the 
Ancient Church ever had. 
« By the law of Juſtinian, the common people were 
& excluded from elections of Biſhops,and the Clergy and 
* better ſort of Citizens were to nominate three to 
« the Metropolitan, out of which he was to chuſe 
© ore. 
The Law of that Emperonr injoyns, that the Cler- 
ey and better ſort of Citizens do fs up the elect-- 
ing decree, ( Ymiouer muy, ): but: doth not injoyn that 
the other Citizens be excluded from, concurring 1n 
the E/#ion or to make any without their liking. In 
the Code we have another of lus Laws, where it 1s: 
enacted; that the choice be 114de med miv univroy my miday 2, 0 Dt Eiſcopis. 
by the Tnhabitants of the City, in general, without any ©* 4* 
diſcrimination. Nor doth the former conſtitution ob- 
lige them preciſely to chuſe and preſent zhree, they 
have liberty by z#, it they find not three ſufficient per-- 
ons { and none appointed to. be Judges thereaf but 
themſelves ) to name two or but oxe. 
«By the Canon of Laodicea, the common people 
* were excluded from the power of chuſing any 1n-: 
«to the Clergy, for they were wont to rai tumults; 
© upon ſuch occaſions. 
, That Caxon, in Bilhop Bi/fons, judgment, concerns: 
only Presbyters P : The meaning of it 155this, that ,it 15P V#/4r2 
not fit Elections ſhould beleft tothe rabble { aus ) on-"F P: 347 
only 
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only or chiefly, without the — and better ſort of 
the people, who may keep the reſt '1n order, and -pre- 
vent tumults. 'The import of the words &rpiray and 3yaue 
lead us thus to underſtand it ; and the ſenſe and practice 
of the Church every where at that time, expreſſed in 
the Councils and the beſt Writers of that age, wherein 
the Symod was held, will not ſuffer us to hs it in any 
ſenſe, excluſive of the intereſt of the common people 
in the choice of their Paſtors ; unleſs we will have 
it to be a ſingular capricio of a few Biſhops in this 
Aſſembly, in oppoſition to the common ſentiments of 
the Chriſtian World. l 

4 The ſecond Council of Nice reſtrained the eleCti- 

qcar- 3 ons only to Biſhops 9, pag. 323. 

The third Canon of that Council determines, that 
the Magiſtrates appointing of Biſhops is 4 awllity ; con- 
firming it by an ancient Canon ( one of thoſe which 
paſs'd for Apoſtolical.) But that clauſe whereby Bellar- 
*:ine and others will have eleCtions reſtrained to Bi- 
ſhops is miſtaken, ordinations being thereby intended, 
not eleftions ; which is apparent becauſe they cite for 
it the fourth Cann of the firſt Council of Nice, in which 
Epiſcopal Ordinations are appropriated to Biſhops, but 
nothing expreſſed, or intimated concerning El-&tons. 
Thus is this paſſage alledged by the Dr. underſtood 

r bid.p:g-359 by Biſhop. B/{ſon® ; and thereby all advantages are 
cut oft which others would make of it, againſt eleCti- 
ons by the p_- 

The eighth Council of Conſt aptinople, might as well 
have been ſpared, confirming neither the former, nor 
any thing elſe for the Dr.”s purpoſe, though it be 
ſaid the people are here excluded with an Anathema. 
It is well the curſe came no ſooner, than towards 
the latter end:of the ninth Age. But what if that 
Synod never anathematized any ſuch thing ? The Ca- 

m8 


—_—_ 


- - 


(71) 
ou Cited for it is the twenty eighth, which in other 
Latin Copies is the twenty ſecond, but the Greek 
Eaition hath but fourteen in all ; and the Greek Church 
( whoſe Council it was ) owns no more ; ſo that 
this Canon looks no better, than .a piece of ( ſome 
Latins ) forgery. 

I need not add that this Synod was ten years af- 
ter condemned, by a far more numerous Council at 
the ſame place. Baronms gives a full account of it, 
though with ſuch reflexions upon Phorizs and his adhe- 
rents as is ſuitable to his uſual —_—_ But it ſeems 
there is great ſcarcity of Evidence when this Canon 
and that of the ſecond Nicexe Councel cited immediately 
before, muſt be made uſe of: ſeeing this leaves the 
way of making Biſhops now uſed amongſt us, under 
a Curſe; the other makes our Biſhops however con- 
ſecrated to be no Biſhops, and will have thoſe debar- 
red from communion who communicate with them. 
And this is conſiderable, as grounded upon an ancient 
Canon. Indeed it was the ſence of the ancient Church 
for many Ages, if we may judge thereof by Councels 
or Writers in thoſe Ages, not only that Biſhops ought 
to be choſen by the people, but that none ought to 
be owned as Biſhops who were not ſo choſen. 

« The fourth thing he would have conſidered is, 
« that when there were Chriſtian Magiſtrates, they 
<« did interpoſe in this matter as they judged expe- 
&« dient. 

He brings many inſtances, I ſhall begin with thoſe 
which ſeem lets pertinent, and ſo proceed to the 
relt. 

« Aﬀter the Death of Alexander Biſhop of Conſtan- 
© tinople, the People fell into Parties, ſome were for 
© Pans , ard others for Macedanizs ; the Emperour 
« Conſtantins "Eoming hither puts them (both by, and 

cc ap- 
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& _— Euſebius of Nicomedia to be Biſhop there. 

\.The Arians were ſo hot and violent for the pro- 
\moting of their Party, that they tranſgreſſed the Rules 
Orders and Vſages of the Church, trampling on all that 

ſtood in their way. This did Conſtantin, and his De- 
ſign was utterly to ſubvert the Chriſtian Faith in that 

$ $5:r22, 1, 6, Main Fundamental of it, concerning the Erernal God- 
C. 7. head of Chriſt 5, | 
In order hereto he thruſt out thoſe, who accord- 

ing to the Rule and Order of the 'Church , were 

anly Choſen by ſuch who adhered to the true Faith, 
particularly Pauls ; and gives the Chair to Euſebirs 

of Nicomedia, the Anteſiznanuw of the Arians, and one 

Who by his great Intereſt, ſubtile Counſels, and miſ- 
chievous Aftings, did more propagate Ariani/m, than 

Arizs himſelf : and afterwards gives order that Pauls 

be baniſhed, and that Macedonins, one as bad or worle 

than Exſebius, ſhould have the Chair, not according to 

l the Rule of the Church, but by the will of the Goverpour, as 
Mien. C2215. the Hiſtorian Notes *, and his way is made to it 
through the Death of three Thouſand one Hundred 

and Fifty of the People. Now this 1s ſcarce a proper 

Inſlance, for that was propoſed to be given -in Chr;- 

ian Emperours, but the Arias were not counted 

Chriſtians. Athanaſius proves they ought not to be 

u rat. 1. 2. 10 called in divers Orations*, and Conſtantins was an 
4 - Arian, indeed a great Zyalot tor promoting of that 
—_; and ſuppreſſing the True Faith. He baniſh- 

w Lib. :.C.1;. ed the Orthodox Biſhops, ſaith T heodoret Y. . He made 


a Law for the utter demoliſhing of their Churches, 
x Lib.y.:2.32.ſayes Socrates %, Re commanded Athanaſius to be 
killd, and propoſed rewards to thoſe that would al- 
{affinate him 3 and raiſed a gemeral Perſecution againſt 
the” Profeſſors of the'.True Faith , gh. like td thoſe 
v Lib.4.c.13,14, #1dex the - Heathen Emperonrs, \lhyes Sozamcn ?.. What 
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firch a Prize did againſt the Rule and Praftice '6f the True 
Church, and the Rights of the Faithful: People in Elett;ons 
will rather commend them,than be any prejudice to them. ; 
© When Athanaſius was reſtored , Conftantias declared it 
« was by the Decree of the Synod and by his Con/exr , and he 
« by his Authority reſtored likewiſe Pauls and Marcellus, &c. 
fto what purpoſe is this alledged? 1s there no 'diffe- 
rence between Chuſing and Reſtoring * How did C onſtants- 
as interpoſe for the hindring of the Peoples EleCtions , by 
Reſtoring thoſe —_ who were before duly Choſen by 
the People ? Their Choice hereby is rather countenan- 
ced and confirmed. I can diſcern no Reaſon why it is 
made uſe of againſt it. There ſeems tobe neither Proof 
nor Pertinency in theſe- Inſtances. 

« After the Death of Sifinms, the Emperour declared 
«that to prevent diſturbance he would have none of the 
« Clergy of Conſtantinople Choſen Buhop there, and ſo 
& Neſtorins was brought from Antioch. 

But his being brought from A4»#och, is no Proof that 
he' was not Choſen by the People ; for Chry/offome was 
brought from the ſame place, and was none of the Cler 
of Conſtantinople, more than Neſtorins , yet was called thi- 
ther and placed in the Chair by the Yores of rhe People, as 
will appear preſently. And why' ſhould it thought Ne- 
ftorius was not Choſen by the People ? Doth Socrates, 
cited as giving this account of him , ſay he was not ? 
No, but he doth not mention his Choice. Nor doth he ſpeak 
2 word' of his Ordination, {hall we therefore, conclude that 
he' was neither Ele&ed not Ordained ?”' Fthis were an Ar- 
gument, thereare Hundreds that we muff count Biſhops, 
without either Ordination or Election. «But though there 
be no Reaſon. why we ſhould think - that Nefforius was 

ot. Choſen, yet there is appareht Reaſon, 'why the Choice 
ſhout the be metlonk, For a, Unapds Che bythe 
Pebple was at Horny, and _ to be put among the 
"y Ex- 
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: Encomiams 'of worthy Biſhops. _ But Neftorius after he got 
the Chair, anſwered: not their expeQtation, but ſhew'd hm- 
ſlf worthy of an ill Charatter, both by his Aﬀtions and 
Judgment'; and fo in fine was Condemned as a Heretick 
by a general. Council 'at. Epheſus, and baniſhed by the Em- 
perour, Thereupon the Hiſtorian might think himſelf 
cancerned . to. wave that,” which was much for the Ho- 
nour of one who. {o+ litrle deſerved it. 
There. are Three or Four Inſtances which ſeem more perti- 
nent, and conſiderable, which I have therefore taken the 
Liberty to put together; but wndeed there is ſome miſtake 
in them, I would not ſay they are miſrepreſented. 

&« So Conitantine did: in the Church of Axtioch, when there 
« was great Diſſention there, -upon the Depoſition of Eu- 
« Z#athizs , he recommended to the Synod Euphronius of 
a Cppatrnts, and Georgiu; of Arethuſa , or whom they ſhould 
«< judge fit, without taking any votice of the Intereſt of the People. 

But how doth it appear that Con#axtine took no notice of he 
Intere# of the People ? No otherwiſe, but becauſe Spzomer 
{peaks not of it, . Of what weight this Argument is we 
have ſeen before. But what it anather Author declare 
that he: did take notice of it? Euſebius, who knew the 
whole Matter as well and better than Sozomew, being par- 
Cy concerned :therein.; tells us plainly that Con#ax- 
tine did, in; his Letters to the People: of Axtioch, take no- 
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*c. care of finding out a Perſon, who recommending many to 
* him ,'the Emperoxr himſelf pitched upon Ne&arius , and 
« would have him made Biſhop, ec. 
If this will any way ſerve the purpoſe for which it is alledg- 
ed, the Emperour mult pitch upon Ne&#arizs, ſo as to have him 
made Biſhop without any previous Choice of the People; but 
there's no ground for this, nay, there's clear and unqueſtion- 
able evidence againſt it. For the Gezera/ Council at Conſtan- 
tinople, in the latter end of their Synodical Epiſtle to the We- 
fern Biſhops, declared that Net#arius was Choſen by the Suf- 
frage of the whole City. We have, ſay theſe Fathers, ordained 
Nettarius, with the unanimous concurrence of this ecumenical Sy- 
nod, all the Cfyrgy,and all the City giving their Voices for it, 
adous imiingu7ouerns Tis Tigu5 a. y > me 
« When Chry/oftome was choſen at Conſtantinople, the Royal 1y.5.cp.9. 
« Aﬀent was given by Arcadizs,the eleQtion being made,faith 
&« $9zomen, by the people and Clergy, but Palladins gives a 
&« ore particular account of it, Fc. pag. 324. 
About the Choice of Chryſoftome to Conſtantinople, Sozomen 
fayes, the Clergy and People having Voted it, Ingitayirer bs 1in T7 
az7 x xaips, the Emperour gave his Conſent. Socrates ſayes, 
That by the common Decree Angiouan xure of the Clergy and People, 
the Emperour ſent for him to Conſtantinople Þ. Bu Palladius Þ £5. 6. 
3 : : Cap. 2. * 
gives a more particular Account, ayes he : Yet in that Account 
and the words cited for that purpoſe, there is nothing at: all 
which denyes that Chry/oſtome was thus unanimouſly choſen 
by the people. 'Now ſhall we believe that Ghryſo#ome was 
not thus choſen upan the teſtimony of Palladivs, who: doth 
not deny it ; — two credible Witneſſes who poſitively 
and expreſly affirm that ſuch was the choice? To theſe might 
he added'the 1#riters of the life of Chryſoome, particularly 
Georoe Patriarch of Alexandria, who as Photius declares,made 
his collettions out of Paliadines, among others ©. c In Chry- 
« So. that there was no axtecedent election of the: people, as ſj Tan. 8 
« $:2omen ayes, but whatever there was, 'was. ſubſequent to 233: 
*theEinperoursdetermination. Soz0- 
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© Sozomen is here contradifted withoutground and to: little 
purppſe. . Whether the.cleQtion was antecedent or no, [is not 
material; ſince the Emperours determination- was neither 
againſt-hor / without the peoples: Choice ; yet eyidence- is 
produceddor hy clean as antecedent, and none atall againſt 
it. | ow rev? TY & x ; ; | 


6 Amximianes being dead;he gave otder that Procias ſhould 
< be-made Byhop before the others body was buried, 

- Macimianis being dead, the Emperour, ( ist14«4 is the * 
Hiſtot iaris word, ) permitted Proc/ws, ſo that if he was. not 
choſen; the Emperour interpoſed notthere, by poſitive- or- 
der; but by permiſſion ”Y But indeed Proc/ss1n an eleEti- 
on before had the'woices of the Major part for Iciygn, and ſo had 


- ©"? © carried it , but fora groundleſs ſuggeſtion that the Canons did 
2 - aig Forbid it 4. This being butabout two. years before,the place was 
by dgain void by thedeath of Maximiaws,and the ſence and Jes 
A deſires of the people for Proclss ws Ja. known by 


their late Suffrages, a new eleEtion-was not: ri 
admitted to be inftaVed without more ado.- |”) - 26A 
Thus we have made it manifeſt, that all theſe inſtances are 

not ſafficient to ſhew, that a»y ce: truly Chriſtian Prince. did 
from the firſt think tit, upon any'occaſion, to make uſe of theit 
_ Authority, either to: deptive the |people of their power in 

\ * EleQtions, or:to obtrude any Biſhops. upon the Churches 
without the Peoples: Chgzce. As for Conſtantins, being ' an 
Arian, the ancient ' Church did not eſteem him a Chriſtians 
Hillery-makes bold to call him A»richrifft. And what he did 

to the prejudice bfthe peoples army. herein, ſince it was 
done: t0-/premote. 4jam3/; and for the ſubverſion: of the 
Chriſtion Faidfd, is4itclemore'to be regarded; or drawminto 
ra nple; then-if Jaie bad done the- like: in/favobr of 


concern only theulages of latter times, 


debnnito take notice of. '- 
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